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1911); March 30; p 629. 
Louisville & Nashville Railroad Co, 
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Nashville, Chattanooga & St Louis, 
Petitioners, Nashville Grain Ex- 
change, Nashville Board of Trade, In- 
tervening Petitioners, vs United 
States of America, Respondent; In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, W. 8S. 
Duncan & Co et al, Intervening Re- 
—- (No 47; April Session, 1912); 
p 1206. 

Norfolk & Western Railway Co et al, 
Petitioners, vs United States of Amer- 
ica, Respondent; Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Corporation Commission 
of North Carolina, Interveners (No 40; 
February Session, 1912); April 13; p 


747. 

Russe & Burgess vs Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, Respondent, and 
United States, Illinois Central Rail- 


road Co and Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe Railway Co, Interveners 
(October Session, 1911); p 284. 


Southern Pacific Co et al, Petitioners, 
vs United States of America, Re- 
spondent, Interstate Conimerce Com- 


mission and Oregon and Washington 
Lumber Manufacturers’ Association, 
Interveners (No 59; April Session, 
1912); p 1210. 

Thompson Lumber Co vs Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, Respondent, and 
United States and Illinois Central 
Railroad Co, Interveners (No 19; Oc- 
tober Session, 1911); p 286. 

United States of America, ex rel Stony 
Fork Coal Co et al, Petitioners, United 
States, Intervener, vs Louisville & 
Nashville Railroad Co et al, Respond- 
ents (No 57; February Session, 1912); 
March 23; p 560. 

United States ex rel Attorney-General 
vs Union Stock Yards and Transit Co 
(October Session, 1911); p 284. 

Commerce Court Worth Saving; 
ington Letter): p 1293. 

Commerce, National Chamber of; p 1234. 

Commerce National Board of, Preliminary 
meeting; p 590. 

Commission; Building for; p 49. 

Commission, International Railroad; pp 
92, 118. 

Commission Lacks Jurisdiction on Service 
Wholly Within State; I C C decision; 
p 144. 

Commission; 
construed 
1047. 

Commission, New Demands on (Editorial); 
p 524. ; 

Commission, Order of, Must Precede Ap- 
peal; Supreme Court decision; p 158. 

Commission, Powers as Defined by Su- 

preme Court Decisions ‘(Editorial); p 


Wash- 


Neither acts nor order to be 
retrospectively (Legal); p 


167. 
Commission's 
rial); p 1 
Commission’s 

1173. 

Commissions, District; Communication by 
J. H. Johnston, assistant to president, 
M. O. & G. Ry.: p 703. 

Commissions, State; Co-operation of, 
Asked by Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion; p 504. 

Company Material 
p 576. 

Company Material; I C C decision; p 321. 

Commodity Clause: D. L. & W. penalized 
for violation of: p 576. 

Competition Forces Privileges; I C C de- 
cision; p 1029. 

Competitive Conditions Control; I C C de- 
cision; p 433. 

Complaint; Cause removed; 
sion; p 1035. 

COMPLAINTS FILED WITH THE IN- 

TERSTATE COMMERCE COMMIS- 

SION. 


Adams Leather Co, Acme White Lead 
& Color Co, American Type Founders’ 
Co and others of Spokane, Wash. vs 
Can Pac, C, B & Q, C, M & Puget 
S, Union Pac et al (4676). Allege 


tecommendations (Edito- 


Supplies; House cuts; p 


(Conference Ruling); 


IC C deci- 


loss of $2,000,000 om account of un- 
just rates from Chicago, St. Louis, 
Kansas City, Missouri River points 
and St. Paul to Spokane on classes 
and commodities; p 425. 

Alexandria Barrel Co vs C RI °* P 


et al (4616). Alleges rate of 39 cents 
from Alexandria, La., and points in 
Houston-Galveston group on _ tight 
barrels is excessive and that rate of 
22% cents to Texas common points 
and not to exceed 18 cents to points 
in Houston-Galveston group should be 
put in force; p 179. 

Althoff Manufacturing Co vs D& RG 
et al (4820). Alleges rate of $1.66 on 
ice machinery from New York to 
Rifle, Colo., is excessive; p 925. 

American Hardwood Lumber Co vs Mo 





Pac et al (4684). Alleges rates on 
lumber from points in Arkansas and 
Louisiana to eastern points are exces- 
sive; p 471. 

American Hay Co vs NYC& HR 
(4882). Alleges that in addition to the 
regular tariff rates for hay to Thirty- 
third Street Station, New York, from 
interstate points, defendant assesses 
an additional charge of 2 cents, and 
that this additional charge is exces- 
sive; p 1086. 

American Insulated Wire & Cable Co 
vs C & N W et al (4761). Alleges 
rate of 22 cents on copper wire from 
Dollar Bay, Mich., to Chicago, in ef- 
fect from Dec. 1, 1910, to Dec. 1, 1911, 
excessive and rate should not have 
exceeded 15 cents; p 754. 

American Lumber & Export Co vs 
Southern Ry (4624). Alleges rate of 
291%, cents on lumber from Mobile, 
Ala., to Morristown, Tenn., is exces- 
sive; p 179. 

American National Live Stock Associa- 
tion and Corporation Commission of 
Arizona vs So Pac and A T & S F 
(4877). Allege that the rates on live 
stock from Arizona points to Cali- 
fornia markets are excessive: p 1086. 

American Radiator Co vs Erie et al 
(4826). Alleges on Feb. 28, 1910, it 
shipped a carload of cast iron boilers 
from Black Rock, N. Y., to San Fran- 
cisco at a rate of $1.50; that this 
rate is excessive and should not ex- 
ceed $1.20; p 925. 

American Sumatra Tobacco Co vs L_ & 
N and S A L (4879). Alleges rate 
of $3.70 per ton on 12 cars of manure 
from Gulfport, Miss., to Quincy, Fla., 
is unreasonable and that a reasonable 
rate should not exceed $2.975 per 
ton: p 1086. 

American Tobacco Co vs Pa et al (4783). 
Alleges charges of $2.50 per 100 pounds 
on smoking tobacco shipped on Oct. 
28, 30 and 31, 1911, from Marion, N. 
J., to San Francisco were excessive; 
p 807. 

American 
chants’ 
CP & St L 
16 cents on 


Type Founders’ Co vs Mer- 
Bridge & Terminal Co and 
(4712). Alleges rate of 
antimonial lead Granite 


City to Minneapolis is excessive; p 
171 

Anaconda Copper Mining Co vs Butte 
A & P and OS L (4896). Alleges 
that rate of 34 cents on mining ties 


Anaconda, Mont., to Diamands- 
ville, Wvo., is excessive and should 
not exceed 20 cents; p 1175. 

Anacostia Citizens’ Association vs B & 
O and Adams Express Co (4832). Al- 
leges refusal of defendants to make 
“door” delivery of freight, express 
shipments and baggage to _ persons 
situated in Anacostia, D. C., while 
granting such privileges in Washing- 
ton, is unjust; p 964. 

Areade Mfg Covs PCC & St LandcC 
M & St P (4612). Alleges rate of 41 
cents on glass tumblers from Dun- 
kirk. Ind., to Freeport, IL, is ex- 
cessive and should not exceed 36 
cents: p 179. 4 

Arkansas Fertilizer Co vs St LIM & 
So et al (4801). Alleges rates of 20 
cents on nitrate of soda and 14% 
cents on potash, salt, chloride, muri- 
ate and sulphate of potash and kainit 
between New Orleans and Little Rock, 
Ark., are excessive and should not 
exceed 15 cents and 12' cents, re- 
spectively; p 862. 

Arkansas Fertilizer Co vs St L I M & So 
and K City So (4714). Alleges rate 
of 28 cents on fertilizer, Little Rock 
to Ravanna, Ark., excessive and 
should not exceed 17 cents; p 471. 

Arlington Heights Fruit Exchange et al 
vs Sou Pac et al (4760). Alleges rate 
of $1.15 on lemons from southern Cali- 
fornia to Washington, Oregon and 
Idaho points is excessive and should 
not exceed $1.00; p 678. 

Atlanta Freight Bureau vs Southern 
Ry et al (4637). Alleges all-rail and 
ocean-and-rail rates from Boston, New 
York, Baltimore and interior eastern 
points to Atlanta and other south- 
eastern points excessive and in vio- 
lation of section 3: p 222. 

Atlas Lumber & Shingle Co vs Nor 
Pac and C B & Q (4641). Alleges 
charges on minimum weight of 60,000 
pounds collected on actual weight of 
shipment of 44,500: p 257. 

Augusta & Savannah Steamboat Co vs 
Ocean S S Co of Savannah, M & M T 
Co, Erie, N Y C & H R, Pa. B & O 
and B & M et al (4722). Alleges re- 
fusal to enter into agreement for 
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through rates between Augusta, Ga., 
and North Adams, Mass., is unreason- 
rr ag and puts complainant to loss; p 
678. 

Baker & McDowell vs St LIM & So 
and Natchez & So (4888). Alleges 
receipt at Natchez, Miss., of a con- 
signment of wheelbarrows from Par- 
kin, Ark., on which charges were 
collected on the basis of a rate of 
67 cents; that a reasonable rate should 
not exceed 47 cents; p 1175. 

Barber Asphalt Co vs L VY, Erie and 
Ww L & W (4732). Alleges rate of 
14 cents on asphalt from Maurer, N. 
J., to Hornell and Binghamton, N. Y., 
is excessive; p 678. 

Barber, J. B., vs L & N and N C & 
St L (4854). Alleges receipt at Dres- 
den, Tenn., of a consignment of ve- 
hicles on which charges were col- 
lected at the rate of 68 cents and a 
weight of 11,822 pounds; that a just 
and reasonable weight would not ex- 
ceed 10,812 pounds; p 1175. * 

Barnes Grocery Co vs St LI M & So 
et al (4868). Alleges rate of 50 cents 
on canned goods from Baltimore, Md., 
to Poplar Bluffs, Mo., is excessive 
and reasonable rate would not exceed 
48 cents: p 1086. 

Barnes Grocery Co vs C TH &S E, 


Vandalia and St L & S F (4869). 


Alleges rate on 800 cases of canned 
tomatoes of 33% cents from Elnora, 
Ind., to Poplar Bluffs, Mo., is ex- 


cessive, and a reasonable rate should 
not exceed 31% cents; p 1086. 
Bartlesville Salvage Co, Bartlesville 
Supply Co and East Iron & Steel Co 
vs MK & T and CRI & P et al 


(4686). Allege rate of 22 cents on 
scrap iron from Bartlesville, Okla., 
to St. Louis is excessive; p 425. 


Bartlett Co, S. C., vs C P & St L of 


Il. et al (4861). Alleges rate of 27 

cents on oats from Peoria, IIl., to 
3irmingham, Ala., is unreasonable; 
1050. 


Baywitt, A. B., vs C RI & P (4821). 
Alleges rate of 81% cents on agri- 
cultural implements and vehicles from 
Moline, Ill, to Genoa, Colo., is un- 
reasonable and should not exceed 74 
cents; p 925. 

Beebe Co xs Ore-Wash R & Nav Co 
(4668). Alleges rate of $1.90 on ferro- 
manganese from Philadelphia to Port- 
land, Ore., excessive; p 364. 


Beebe Co vs Ore-Wash R & Nav Co 


(4671). Alleges rate of $1.12 on dry 
core compound from Cleveland, O., 
to Portland, Ore., excessive, and 


should not exceed 85 cents; pv 425 
Berruve, Harold, vs Ind Harb, C & N W, 
Union Pac and O S L (4921). Alleges 
rates on consignment of roofing paper 
moving Jan. 13, 1912, from: Argo, IL, 


to Logan, Utah, were excessive; p 
1351. 

Big Four Coal & Coke Co vs A T & 
S F (.830) Alleges reconsignment 
charge of $2.00 per car on coal at 
Pueblo, Colo., when consigned from 


Big Four mines in southern Colorado 

and reconsigned from Pueblo to Kan- 

Sas points is unjust: p 964. 
Bluegrass Lumber Co et al vs L & N 


et al (4730). Alfege that rates on 
lumber from southern and _ south- 
eastern points to eastern cities are 


excessive and have resulted in over- 
charges of $325.57; p 678. 


Board of Improvement, Water Works 
District No 1, Ft. Smith, Ark., vs 


A T & S F (4666). Alleges rate of 
15 cents on cement from Ada, Okla., 
Sugar Creek, Mo., and Kansas points 
to Ft. Smith is excessive; p 364. 

Board of Railroad Commissioners. of 
Montana vs Nor Pac and C M & 
Puget S (4733). Alleges that charge 
of $131 per car cn emigrants’ movables 
is unreasonable; p 678. 

Board of Railroad Commissioners of 
Montana vs D & RG, O S L, Nor 
Pac and Gt Nor (4773). Alleges rate 
of $5 per net ton on coal from Sunny- 
side, Utah, to Helena, Mont., exces- 
sive; p 754. 


Board of Trade of Chicago vs C & A 
et al (4752). Alleges that propor- 
tional rate of 10 cents on traffic 


originating at points beyond, and the 
local rate of 15 cents on wheat from 
Minneapolis to Chicago is unjust in 
view of the fact that flour takes a 
proportional rate of 7% cents between 
the same points; p 678. 

Board of Trade of Winston-Salem, N. 
C., vs Norf & West (4717). Alleges 
rate of $1.10 on coal from Pocahontas 

mines in West Virginia to Winston- 





Salem is unjust and should not ex- 
ceed $1.50; p 678. 

Boldt & Co, Chas., vs C RI &’ P and 
Cc CC & St L (4696). Alleges rate 
of 18 cents on glass sand from Ot- 
tawa, O., to Cincinnati is excessive; 
p 471. 

Boston Chamber of Commerce et al vs 
AT&SF, B&M, B & O, Can Pac, 
C G W and various other lines (4895). 
Allege rates from points in New Eng- 
land, trunk-line and Virginia cities 
territories to Denver, Salt Lake City 
and other Colorado and Utah com- 
mon points discriminate in favor of 
Mississippi River, Chicago territory 
and points west; p 1175. 

Botsford & Barrett vs Pa (4775). Al- 
leges assessment of charges for de- 
murrage and switching at Bellefonte, 
Pa., of $58 on car of wheat from 
Dryden, Mich., and one from New 
Hudson, Mich, is excessive and should 
not have exceeded $4 for both cars; 
p 754. 

Boyle Commission Co vs West Pac and 
D & RG (4904). Alleges shipment 
on Aug. 1, 1911, of a carload of baled 
burlap from San Francisco to Car- 
bondale, Colo., on which charges were 
collected at a rate of 75 cents; that 
a just and reasonable charge would 
not exceed 60 cents; p 1229. 

Broderick & Bascom Rope Co vs C R I 
& P and K City So (4676). Alleges 
rate of 9 cents on reels of wire rope 
from St. Louis to Oil City, La., is 
excessive; p 425. 

Broderick & Bascom Rope Co vs Wa- 
bash (4609). Alleges rate of $1.25 on 
wire rope reels from St. Louis to 
Seattle excessive; p 73. 

Brodix & Malone vs CI & L, PCC 
and St L, Pa and Long Island (4675). 
Alleges rate of 28 cents on stone 
from Clear Creek, Ind., to Bushwick, 
L. I., is excessive; p 425. 

Brownsville Cotton, Oil & Ice Co vsL& 
N (4872). Alleges rates on coal from 
mining points in Kentucky to Browns- 
ville, Tenn., are excessive; p 1086. 

Brunswick-Balke-Collender Co vs A T 
& S F et al (4597). Alleges Rule 17-B 
Western Classification unreasonable 
and unjust; p 72. 


Bryant & Co, J. E., vs Ft Worth & 
D Cand Tex & Pac (4703). Alleges 


rate of 86 cents on mixed carloads 
of cocoanuts and bananas from New 
Orleans to Amarillo, Tex., is exces- 
sive; p 471. 

Buffalo Cold Storage Co vs Gulf Colo 
& S F (4708). Alleges overcharge of 
$736.11 on seven cars of dressed poul- 
try from Cuero, Yoakum and Temple, 
Tex., to Buffalo; p 471. 

Buren, Max O., Giles, H. S., Myers, H. 
W., and Barnes, E. T., vs Sou Pac et 
al (4917). Allege that cancelation of 
through class rates from’ eastern 
points to Salem, Ore., is unreasonable 
and unjust; p 1284. 

Burford, Blanton W., James A, Horn 
and James W. Hamilton et al vs N C 
& St L, L & N and Tenn Cent (4905). 
Allege that refusal to sell through 
tickets to Carthage, Bloomington, 
Hamilton and Horn Springs, Tenn., 
from various interstate points is un- 
reasonable and unjust: p 1284. 

Burke Tanning Co vs Southern (4670). 
Alleges rate of 17 cents on liquid 
tanning extract from Newport, Tenn., 
to Morgantown, N. C., is excessive; 

425. 

Cahill Iron Works vs N C & St L et al 
(4648). Alleges rate on consignment 
of kitchen sinks of $2.20 frcm Chat- 
tanooga, Tenn., to San Francisco 
excessive and should not exceed $1.27; 
p 257. 

Capital Electric Co vs B & O, Chi 
Term, C M & St P, Un Pac and O 
S L (4812). Alleges rate of 95 cents 
on shipment of wrought iron conduit 
pipe from Harvey, Ill., to Salt Lake 
City, Utah, is excessive; p 925. 

Carnegie Board of Trade, Rock Springs 
Co et al vs Pa et al (4876). Allege 
that summer excursion fares from 
Carnegie, Pa., and Youngstown, O., 
to Conneaut Lake, Pennsylvania, and 
Rock Springs, W. Va., are excessive; 
p 1086. 

Casey-Hedges Mfg Co et al vs Cent 
of Ga (4659). Allege tariffs carried 
provision for absorption of switching 
charges on coal, but not such pro- 
vision with reference to coke: p 257. 

Centennial School Supply Co vs A T 
& S F et al (4838). Alleges rates on 


slate slabs and slate blackboards from 


Slatington, Pa., to Trinidad, Colo., 


excessive; p 1008. 


Central Refining Co and 


N W et al (4908). 


Bartles-\ic- 
Guire Oil Co vs B & OS W and C & 


Allege that r: 


of 14 cents on petroleum and petr«|- 


eum products from 


Lawrencevi 


Ill., to Milwaukee, Wis., is unreason- 
able and unjust and that a reasona 


rate should not exceed 
1284. 

Chamber of Commerce of 
Beumont, Tex., vs Int & 


Tex Pac (4915). 


il 


cents; p 


the City 


Gt 


Nor 


Alleges that millir 


in-transit rates on rough rice betw« 
Texas and Louisiana points are unjust 


and that 
points grants these 
tariffs discriminate again 
in favor of Galveston, 
other points; p 1284. 
Chamber of Commerce of 


Trunk of Canada (4920). 


ances for weighing, 


st 


no other line between the 
privileges; 


3eaum< 


Houston 


the City 
Milwaukee vs Grand Trunk and Gra 
Alleges t 
iffs of defendants contain rules appli- 
cable at Milwaukee which make allow- 


transferring 


elevation of grain to Owners Or opera- 
, but fail 
grant same privileges to shippers ow 


tors of private elevators 


ing no private 
houses; p 1351. 


elevators 


or Ware- 


Champion Feed Milling Co vs C M 


St P (4912). 
1912, it shipped 
Westfield, 


from 
la., 300 bags 


lasses, charges based on a rate of 
this rate 


cents, and that 
sonable; p 1284. 
Chattanooga 
L et al (4814). Alleges 
of 79 and 80 cents on 
rels and casks in 
Chattanooga, Tenn., to 
Beach, Fla., 


of 


Alleges that on Feb. 
Lyons, la., 


final m 


is unre 


Brewing Co vs NC & St 


unjust rat 


carload 


beer in ba 
lots fro 


West Pal: 


and 75 cents t 


o Mian 


further. alleges unjust rates on retu! 


to Chattanooga of empty 


beer pac 


ages from same points; p 925. 


Chattanooga Medicine Co vs 


Ind and NC & St L (47 
rate of $1.11 on three 
advertising matter 


41). 


C & O 


Alleg« 


carloads 


(metallic sig: 


Chicago to Chattanooga is excessi\ 
and should not exceed 77 cents; p 67 


Chattanooga 
(4655). Alleges rate of 
plow material from 
Chattanooga excessive; 

Chestnut 
& Fla et al (4704). 


Lumber Co et al 


Plow Co vs fF 


38 


a et 
cents 


Pittsburgh 


» 257. 


vs Ga 5 
Alleges rates 


lumber and forest products southea 


ern to New England 


and 


easte! 


points based on a minimum of 40,0 
pounds are excessive; p 471. 


Chicago Lumber & 
& Nav Co et al (48 


Coal Co Vv 


46). 


is La R 
Allegs 


charges assessed on a carload of 


press lumber from 


Sorrento, 


La., t 


Louisville, Ky., on Aug. 30, 1911. wel! 


excessive; p 
Clarke & 


1050. 
Henery 


Construction 


Co v 


CH& DNYCE&StLCE&N W 


and Un Pac et al 


(4673). 


Alleg« 


charges of $1.23 on asphalt plant o 


own wheels from Lima, 


O., 


to Ros 


burg, Ore., are excessive, being bas« 
on a weight of 213,000 pounds and tha 
a reasonable weight should not exces 


156,625 pounds; p 425. 


Clark Coal & Coke Co vs Cumberlan 


L &N,_ 
and St P& KCS L (48 
unreasonable rates on 


27). 


two 


CCC & St L, Minn & St 


Alleges 
cars 


bituminous coal from Warren, Ky., 
Marshalltown, Ia., thence recofsigned 


to Nevada, Ia.; p 925. 


Clebe-Christy Clay Products Co, L. A 


vs Abilene & So, 


M K & T 


Y, St L 


M & So, Wichita Falls & So and othe! 


roads (4776). 


Alleges rate of 27 cent 


on fire brick from St. Louis to Tex: 
common points is excessive and ask 


reparation in 
p 807. 
Cleveland 
(4809). 
$1.00 per car on_ vario 
ments of merchandise fr 


Stone Co vs L 


s 


us 
ym 


the sum of $12,334.82 


& M 5 


Alleges switching charges 


consig: 
Amherst 


O., to various interstate points we! 


unreasonable; p 925. 
Cleveland Stone Co vs B 

(4766). 

unmounted, 


& 


O et a 


Alleges rates on grindstones 
from points in Ohio and 


West Virginia to eastern points bas« 


upon sixth class 


in Official 


cation are excessive; p 754. 
Clifford, Geo. C., vs Til Cent and C M & 


St P_ (4852). 


Classifi- 


Alleges rate of 37! 


cents on two carloads of apples fro: 
Omaha, Neb., to Madison, Wis., then: 
reconsigned to Portage, Wis., is un- 


reasonable; p 1050. 
Collingwood Brick Co et 


al 


vs Pere 
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indstones, 
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Classifi- 


adc M & 


» of $37) 
ples fror 
s., then: 
s., is un- 
vs Pere 


Marq (4674). —Allege rate of 60 cents 


1 brick from Toledo to Detroit is 
excessive and should not exceed 60 
cents; p 425. 

orado Coffee Roasting Co and ¢. J. 
Early Coffee Roasting Co vs A T & 


S F et al (4721). Allege carload rates 
of 77 cents and LC L rate of 97 
nts between Denver and New Or- 
ns are excessive and should not ex- 


d 45 cents and 72 cents respect- 
ely; p 678. 
rrado Machinery & Supply Co vs C 


> & Q (4848). Alleges rate of 51 cents 
old mining machinery and scrap 
ron from Lead, 8S. D., to Denver, 
lo., is excessive and reasonable 
ite should not exceed 20% cents; 
LOS6 
Association 
Denver Chamber 
& S F Ry et al 
Alleges rates between Denver 


ado Manufacturers’ 

1 Traffic Bureau 

Commerce vs A T 
{628) 





d Chieago, Peoria, Mississippi and 
ssouri River rate points and At- 
ntic points, when shipments are 
through Gulf ports, excessive; 

( mbia Chamber of Commerce, Co- 
bia, S. C., vs Southern et al (4656). 
leges rates from and to Columbia 

nd various points excessive and fa- 


Charleston, S. C., 
and other points; 


Augusta, Ga., 
Imington, N. C., 


+e 


Conquest & Sons, P. L., A. L. Shep- 
erd Lumber Co., P. E. Clarke & Co 
nd Ellington & Guy vs S A L et al 
(4828). Allege that rates ranging from 

to 20.3 cents from Chester, Va., 


points in Ohio, Pennsylvania and 
Michigan are excessive and discrim- 
te in favor of fFetersburg and 


R mond, Va.; 
ot exceed 18 


that just rates should 
cents; p 925. 


Continental Paper Bag Co vs Green- 
wich & Johnsonville and D & H et al 
(4791). Alleges rate of 52 cents on 

sue paper from Greenwich, Conn., 


to Atlanta Ga., excessive and should 
t exceed 41 cents; p 862. 


Corporation Commission of Oklahoma 


Ark Okla & Western et al (4636). 
Alleges rates on bags. bagging and 
es from St. Louis, Memphis, New 
Orleans, Galveston and Texas City, 


Tex., to Oklahoma points are unjust; 


99 


inville Lumber Co vs Southern et al 
Alleges rate of 15 cents on 
mber from Chapin and White Rock, 


628) 


S. C., to Danville, Va., excessive and 
uuld not exceed 14% cents; p 222. 
avidson Lumber Co vs So Pac, Pa, 
P B & W and West Jersey & SS 
903). Alleges shipment of 10 car- 
ids of lumber to Wilmington, Del., 
a rate of 22 cents and one carload 


to Atlantie City at a rate of 27 cents 


rom Camden, 8. C.; that these rates 
ire excessive, and just and reason- 
ble rates should nct exceed 20 cents 
) Wilmington and 22 cents to At- 
lantiec City; p 1229. 

Davis Bros. Lumber Co vs CRI& P 
nd Vicks So & P et al (4763). Al- 


eges rates on yellow-pine lumber from 
Ansley, La., to eastern, New England, 
southeastern and C F A points are 
excessive and discriminate against 
shippers at Ansley; p 754. 

Deeves Lumber Co, Griffin H., vs M St 
P& SSM and C G W (4881). Al- 
eges rates on lumber from Sault Ste. 


Marie and Engagene, Mich., to Hel- 
ena and Goodhue, Mich., are exces- 
ve; p 1086. 


Deeves Lumber Co, Griffin H., vs Ala & 
Vicks et al (4825). Alleges charges 
for dressing and reshipping two cars 
of lumber shipped from Brandon, 
Miss., to Jackson, Miss., were exces- 
Sive; p 925. 

Dewey Bros vs C C & St L et al (4893). 
\lleges shipment of distillers’ dried 
grain from Lawrenceburg, Ind., to E. 
Greensburg, Ind., on which charges 
were collected on the basis of a rate 
Of 13% cents; that a just rate should 

_ not exceed 9% cents; p 1175. 

Dierks & Sons Lumber Co vs Mo Pac 
et al (4592). Alleges excessive rates 
on lumber and building material to 

: Kansas City; p 73. 

Vineen, W. E., et al vs Un Pac and 
C M & St P (4823). Allege rates on 
merchandise from Minneapolis, St. 
Paul and common points to Cheyenne, 
Rawlins and Growley, Wyo., and Ft. 
Collins, Colo., are excessive; p 925. 

Dixie Dairymen’s Association vs Yazoo 
& M V (4840). Alleges rates on milk 
carried in cans on passenger trains 


from various points in Mississippi to 
New Orleans aré unreasonable; p 1008. 

Dixon Car Wheel Co vs Tex & N Get al 
(4739). Alleges rates on pig iron from 
Birmingham, Ala., and vicinity to 
Houston, Tex., are excessive; p 678. 

Douglass & Co vs Ill Cent et al (4923 
Alleges absence of milling-in-transit 
privileges on starch at Cedar Rapids, 
la., compels payment of inbound rate 
on corn and outbound rate on starch; 
that manufacturers of corn products 
at Cedar Rapids receive various tran- 
sit privileges, and absence of same 
privilege on starch puts manufactur- 
ers to disadvantage; p 1351. 

Dudley Lumber Co vs Grand Trunk 
and Grand Trunk Milwaukee Ferry Co 
(4600). Alleges 9 cenis on carload 
of lumber from Milwaukee, Wis., to 
Grand Haven, Mich., excessive; p 73. 

Dunkirk Lumber Co vs A C L (4922). 
Alleges that rate of 20 cents on wood- 
en paving blocks from Allenhurst, Ga., 
to Portsmouth, Va., is excessive; p 
1351. 

Eagle 





Pass Lumber Co vs G H 
and Natl Rys of Mex (4839). Alleges 
rates charged on five consignments 
of hay from Eagle Pass, Tex., to 
various points in Mexico were unrea- 


& SA 


sonable; p 1008. 
Edwards & Bradford Lumber Co vs 
C BB & Q (4610). Alleges excessive 


rates on merchandise between Chi- 
cago and Mississippi River and South 
Sioux City, Neb.; p 73. 


Emporia Mfg Co vs Southern (4659). 


Alleges rate of 27 cents on logging 
cars from Anniston, Ala., to South 
Hill, Va., is excessive in view of rate 


of 15 cents from Anniston to Norfolk, 
Va., a much longer haul; p 364. 

Escanaba Business Men’s Association 
vs Ann Arbor R R & §S §S Lines, C 
&NW,MStP&SSM,DSSE&A 
and others (4661). Alleges class and 
commodity rates from C F A points 
to Escanaba are excessive; p 364. 

Evens-Howard Fire Brick Co vs Wa- 
bash (47062). Alleges misrouting of 
car of fire brick from Gregg station, 
near St. Louis, to Detroit, Mich., via 
Detroit, Minn., and excessive charge 
therefor; p 471. 

Evens-Howard Fire Brick Co vs St LI 
M & 8S, Int & GN, Tex & Pac and 
C RI & P (4657). Alleges rates of 


32 cents to Monterey, Mex., and El 
Paso, Tex., on fire brick are exces- 
Sive and should be 20 cents; p 257. 


Federal Milling Co vs M St P&SSM 
et al (4918). Alleges rate of 26 cents 
on wheat from Minneapolis to New 
York is excessive and should not ex- 
ceed 25 cents; p 1351. 


Flint, Evering & Stoner Co vs N O Gt 


N, Ill Cent and C H & D et al (4855). 
Alleges shipment from Berry, La., of 
a consignment of lumber on which 


charges collected 
1175. 

Florence Wagon Works vs Southern et 
al (5863). Alleges rates on iron manu- 
factured articles from various inter- 
state points to Florence, Ala., are ex- 
cessive; p 1086. 

Florida Citrus Exchange vs S 
al (4740). Alleges charges 


were excessive; p 


A L et 
of $371.52 


on consignment of grapefruit and 
oranges from Bayview, Fla., to Dal- 
las, Tex., excessive and demands 
$85.92 in reparation; p 678. 

Floridin & Co vs S A L (4833 Al- 
leges that on Jan. 23, 1902, it en- 


tered into agreement with defendant, 
latter agreeing to construct a spur 
track from a point at or near Quincy, 
Fla., to complainant’s plant, about 24 


miles, complainant to pay $21,000 on 
said track by paying 25 cents per 


ton on all shipments consigned to it 
from its Quincy mill in excess of rates 
to and from Quincy, until the full 
amount was paid: alleges full amount 
has been paid, but paid also 25 cents 
from May 2 to June 7, 1910; p 964. 


Ford, Herman, vs Tex & Pac (471). 
Alleges rate of 72 cents on cotton 
compressing machinery in C L lots 
from New Orleans to Marshall, Tex., 
excessive and should not exceed 27 
cents; p 678. 


Fort Smith Couch & Bedding Co vs P 
Cc C & St L, Vandalia, St L & S F 
and Ft Smith & West et al (4909) 


Alleges various shipments of furniture 
from Shelbyville, Ind., to Fort Smith, 
Ark., on which charges were based on 
a rate of 76 cents; that a just and 
reasonable rate should not exceed 56 
cents; p 1284. 
French Paper Co 


and Niles Board & 
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Paper Co vs Mich Cent, Hocking Val, 
Kanawha & Mich and C & O (4737). 
Alleges rate of $1.90 on 475 cars of 


bituminous coal from Carbondale, 
Dickerson and other West Virginia 
points to Niles, Mich., is excessive 
and should not exceed $1.80 per ton; 
p 679. 

Frost Preventive Co vs L S & M 8S et 
al (4790). Alleges that rate of $1.20 
on orchard heaters from Toledo, O., 
to Kansas City, Mo., and to various 


points in California and Oregon is ex- 
cessive; p 807. 


Gager Lime & Mfg Covs NC & St L, 


A C L, Southern and West & At- 
lantic (4644). Alleges rate of $4.96 
per ton on cars of lime in barrels 
from Sherwood, Tenn., to Burgaw, 


N. C., is excessive; p 257. 

Gilbert, B. F., vs C & EI et al (4866). 
Alleges rate of $1.60 on gasoline from 
Chicago to Fort Worth, Tex., is un- 


just and that a reasonable rate should 


not exceed $1.06; p 1086. 
Gilmore & Co, Thos. W., et al vs C & 
N W et al (4705). Allege switching 


charges on anthracite and bituminous 
coal at Rose Hill station, Chicago, 
are excessive; p 472. 

Globe Coal Co vs N Y C & St L (4849). 
Alleges excessive rates on a car of 
coal from Mayfield, Pa., to Ecorse, 
Mich., resulting in an overcharge of 
$14; p 1086. 

Goldfield Consolidated Mines Co vs N Y 
N H & H, Un Pac and Las Vegas & 
Tonopah et al (4767). Alleges rate of 


$3.14 on metal roofing from Canton, 
Mass., to Goldfield, Nev., unreason- 
able; p 754. x 
Graham, Wm. R., vs Southern (4667) 


Alleges that carload rate of 12 cents 
on baled straw from Paeonian Springs, 


Va.. to Washington, D. C., is ex- 
cessive; p 364. 
Greenbaum Co, 8S. J., vs C & O et al 


cents on 
Midway, 


rate of 17 
grain from 
Ky., to Norfolk, Va., unjust and 
should not exceed 11 cents; p 471. 
Gregg, Raymond P., vs D & RG et al 
(4856). Alleges rate charged on emi- 
grants’ movables from Granby, Colo., 
to Mena, Ark., of $1.10 is unreason- 

able; p 1050. ; 
Griffing, W. A., Architects’ & Engineers’ 
Supply Co, Bicycle Supply Co et al 
vs C & N-W et al (4768). Alleges 
rating on motorcycles carried in West- 
ern Classification is unjust, and should 


(4695). 
distillers’ 


Alleges 
dried 


not exceed 1% times first class rate; 
p 754. 

Harlow, Leo P., vs Wash So (4831). 
Alleges that between Oct. 31, 1910, 
and Sept. 15, 1911, and between Nov. 
10, 1909, and Oct. 31, 1910, defendant 
held at Pontiac Yards and Richmond, 
Va., 317 and 225 private storage tank 


cars, respectively, until demurrage to 
amount of $9,653 had been paid; al- 
leges charges excessive and demands 
refund of amount; p 964. 


Harmont Tie & Lumber Co vs L & N 
and C CC & St L (4698). Alleges 
local rate of 37 cents on shipment 
of two cars of railroad _ crossties 
from Calvary, Ky., to Shirley, Ind., 
on Cincinnati combination, excessive, 
because had shipments moved via 
Louisville rate would not have ex- 


ceeded 9 cents; p 471. 

Harriman Manufacturing Co vs South- 
ern et al (4822). Alleges that it re- 
ceived at Harriman, Tenn., a carload 


of bar steel from Johnstown, Pa., on 
which charges were based on a rate 
of 30 cents; that a reasonable and 


just rate should not exceed 25 cents; 
p 925. 
Hartmann 


Furniture & Carpet Co vs 


Cc & N W et al (4681). Alleges rate 
of 36.cents on go-carts from Men- 
ominee, Mich., to Chicago is exces- 


sive and should not exceed 29 cents; 
>» 425. 

Healy & Towle vs C St P M & O and 
C & N W (4862). Alleges charges on 
a car of horses from Redfield and 
Mansfield, S. D., to Wausau, Wis., 
were unreasonable; p 1050. 

Hess, Franklin; Laramie Furniture Co, 
and Wyoming Dry Goods Co et al 
vs Un Pac and C & N W (4874). Al- 
lege that rates from various inter- 
State points to points in Wyoming 
are excessive; p 1086. 


Hattler Lumber Co, H. H., vs N O & 
N E et al (4780). Alleges excessive 


and unjust weights on consignment of 
lumber shipped on May 13, 1910, from 
Richardson, Miss., to Michigan City, 
Ind.; p 807. 
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Higgins & McGrath vs C B & Q and 
Nor Pac (4853). Alleges rates of 68 
cents to Kirby and 65% cents to 
Thermopolis, Wyo., on shipments of 
flour from Dickinson, N. D., are un- 
just and should not exceed 45 cents; 
p 1050 

Hinkle & Co, J. K., vs PCC & St L 
et al (4642). Alleges charges of 17% 
cents on export wheat from Rush- 
ville, Ind., to New York, domestic 
grain rate, when export grain took a 
rate of 15% cents: p 257. 

Hofer Lumber Co, C., vs C & N W, 
CB & Q, C RI & P and Un Pae 
(4693).. Alleges rates on lumber from 
Councii Bluffs, Ia., to Nebraska, Colo- 
rado, South Dakota and Kansas points 
are excessive compared with rates 
from Omaha and South Omaha; p 425. 

Hollingshead & Blei Co vs Pa (4787). 
Alleges that on June 3, 1910, it shipped 
from Lustin, Mich., to Cincinnati a 
carload of barrel heads, that owing 
to defendants holding the car until 
original bill of lading was _ surren- 
dered, demurrage charge of $5.00 ac- 
crued, and that this charge is ex- 
cessive; p 807. 

Hooper & Janning, Hass Bros. and J. 
H. Newbauer & Covs PCC & St L 
et al (4843). Alleges rates on canned 
goods from points in Indiana, Illinois, 
New York, Massachusetts and Colo- 
rado to San Francisco are unreason- 
able; p 1008. 

Hormel & Co, George A., vs C M & St 
P and Chi G W (4817). Alleges that 
rate of 20 cents on cured and fresh 
meats from Austin, Minn., to Chicago 
is excessive; p 925. 

Houston Ice & Brewing Co vs Houston 
& S and Houston E & W Tex (4747). 
Alleges rate of $45 per car on beer 
and Hiawatha, a substitute for beer, 
from Houston, Tex., to Shreveport, 
La., when packed not to exceed 30,000 
pounds, 3,000 pounds of ice and pack- 
ing free, is excessive and compels 
complainant to pay L C L rate on all 
shipments in excess of 30,000 pounds; 


p 679. 
Idelman Bros..Co vs CI & L et al 
(4850). Alleges charges assessed on 


a consignment of whisky moving on 
Oct. 20, 1909, from Louisville, Ky., to 
Cheyenne, Wyo., were unreasonable; 
p 1050. 

Indianapolis Freight Bureau vs C C C 
& St L (4746). Alleges that defend- 
ant’s tariffs contain certain restric- 
tions which impose higher rates and 
through charges on carload grain and 
products at Indianapolis than in Illi- 
nois and at Ohio River crossings; 
p 679. 

Indianapolis Freight Bureau vs C C C 
&stL, PCCé&StLCI&éL C& 
E I, Mo Pac, L & N, Tex & Pac et al 
(4755). Alleges rates based upon 
minimum weights of furniture from 
Indianapolis to Oklahoma points are 
excessive and discriminate in favor 
of Chicago, Cincinnati, Louisville and 
other points; p 679. 

Jacks Brothers vs D & R G et al (4883). 
Alleges rates on wire nails from Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., to Romeo, Colo., are made 
on a Pueblo combination and that 
rate of 46 cents is unreasonable and 
should not exceed 24 cents; p 1087. 

Jackson Lumber Co 1s L & N et al 
(4890). Alleges rates charged on ma- 
chinery from Cincinnati, O., and Jef- 
fersonville, Ind., to Lockhart, Ala., 
are excessive; p 1175. 

Jackson Lumber Co vs L & N (4859). 
Alleges rate of 36 cents on carload 
of galvanized iron roofing from Pen- 
sacola, Fla., to Lockhart, Ala., is 
excessive; p 1050. 

Janesville Clothing Co vs C & N W 
and C M & St P et al (4884). Al- 
leges rates charged on cotton piece 
goods from southeastern points to 
Janesville, Wis., are excessive; p 964. 

Jeffreys, S. E.. vs Tex & Pac et al 
(4621). Alleges he purchased six adult 
and one infant ticket from Big 
Springs, Tex., to Carpenterville, IIl., 
and paid $213.30, and charge should 
not exceed $196.30; p 179. 

Johnson, Benj. and John H., vs C & O 
et al (4700). Alleges rates on lumber, 
ties and forest products from Gill, 
W. Va., and adjacent stations to 
points in C F A territory excessive 
and discriminate in favor of Meeks, 
W. Va.; p 471. 

Johnson & Hunt vs St LIM & So, St 
LS W and La & N W (4688). Al- 
leges rate of 38 cents on canned goods, 

Magnolia, Ark., to Fort Smith, Ark., 





is excessive and should not exceed 20 
cents; p 425, 


& N et al 
Pittsburgh 


Louisville, excessive 


shipment there was a 10-cent rate in 


Jones Bros. 

leges shipment from South Milwaukee, 
Cincinnati 
contractor’s 
owing to misrouting charges were as- 
amounting 
complainant considers 

just; p 1008, 
Kalnback-Ford 


Shreveport, 
and should not exceed 19 
John W., 
excelsior of 
to Chicago, Louis and 
excessive; 73. 
vs M St P & 
Alleges rates on 
cooperage 
Ridgewood, 


Edgewater, 


Alleges rate of 75 cents on whisky in 
glass from Athertonville, Ky., to New 


excessive; 


100 cases of whisky from Tyrone, Ky., 

Caruthersville, ssi 
and should not exceed $1.10; p 426. 
vs Gt Nor 
consignment 
ber from Valley, Wash., to Cheyenne, 
, and thence to Wheatland, Wyo., 
excessive; 


commodity 
interstate points to Lamar, Colo., 


Colorado points excessive; 


Alleges rate of 
auto trucks shipped on July 21, 
1911, from Hartford, Wis., 
to San Francisco is unjust and should 


Alleges rates on lumber 
automobiles 
from Toledo, O., to San Francisco are 
excessive; p 862. 
Commercial 
Alleges commodity rates 
from various interstate points to Le- 
banon, Ky., are excessive; p 426. 
Commercial 
Interstate 
Big Stony 
Stonega, Norton, 


Ky., are excessive; 
I M & So 
Tex & Pac (4758). Alleges rate 
of 14 cents on staves from Oak Grove, 
Kilbourne, 
(for export) is exces- 


sive and should not exceed 10 cents; 


Leverage, 
James W., 
Allege rates on potatoes, cabbages and 

Meggetts, 

Stillwell and other Georgia points to 

Newark, N. J., are excessive; p 1087. 

Johnson Mercantile Co 

vsA T&S FandcC & N W 

Alleges rate of 87.5 cents on carload 

of refrigerators from Waterloo, Ia., to 

is excessive and 
should not exceed 80.5 cents; p 426. 

Lewis, W. H., vs C B & Q et al (4887). 
Alleges that rate for coal from points 
in Colorado mining 

consuming points are exces- 

sive; p 1175. 


and Bethards, 


Lewis Bros. 


district to 


Chicago Coal 
Dealers’ Association vs C M & St P, 
A T&S FP, 
Allege that switching 
charge of 30 cents per ton on coal 
from points in the switching limits 
of Chicago to Edgewater station, IIl., 
is excessive; 87 
Lindsay & Co, Ltd., vs C M & Puget §, 
AT&S F 
Allege excessive charges on 


Nor Pac, 


shipment of oranges and lemons from 
Prenda, Cal., to Lewiston, Mont., on 
March 16, 1910; p 257. 


Lindsay Bros. vs Cin B & C, Erie, C & 


N W and C M & St P (4900). A 
lege that on Sept. 8 and Dec. 
1911, they shipped consignments 
pump cylinders from Bluffton, Ind., 
to Milwaukee, Wis., and that rates 
charged thereon were excessive, 
1229. 

Linger, Thos. C., and Philip F. Ling: 
vs CCC & StL, C & O, Kanawha & 
Mich and T & O C€C Lines (4913 
Allege shipment on Aug. 22, 1910, 
1,000 bushels of wheat from Milford 
Junction, Ind., to Staunton, Va.; tha 
wheat being damaged on arrival 
Staunton, it was reconsigmed to Mor 
timer, O.; that the charges were ex 
cessive; p 1284. 

Little Rock Chamber of Commerce vs 
St LIM & S (4710). Alleges rate of 
$2.25 per ton on coal from souther: 
Illinois to Little Rock excessive and 
higher than to other points in Mis- 
sissippi Valley; p 471. 

Lyons, E. J., and L. J. Williams et al vs 
C & WC (4635). Allege rules prohi 
iting delivery of live stock at yard in 
Augusta, Ga., are unjust; p 257. 

Lysle Milling Co, J. C., vs C B & Q 
(4785). Alleges that owing to absenc: 
in defendant's tariffs of rules gover: 
ing allowances to shippers for repai 
ing cars for transportation of flo 
and feed it is put to additional ex 
pense over regular tariff rates; p 807 

Maldenado & Co vs So Pac et al (4847) 
Alleges shipment of one car of ga 
banzos from points on Southern P 
cific of Mexico and the Sonora Ra 
way to New York and that in additir 
to tariff rates they were compelled 
pay $1,115.57 for drayage in New York, 
which is censidered excessive; p 105' 

Maloney & Donaldson vs C M & St P 
(4607). Alleges rate of 4 cents on ic: 
Merton, Wis., to Chicago unjust 
should not exceed 3% cents; p 472 

Mary Mac Plantation Co vs Yazoo & 
Miss Val (4728), Alleges rate of $1.1: 
on cottonseed cake from Robinsonvillt 
Miss., to Memphis, Tenn., is excessiv« 
and should not exceed 75 cents; p 6793 

Massie & Pierce Lumber Co, Akers 
Lumber Co, Ward Lumber Co, Monroe 
Lumber Co and Piedmont Lumber Co 
vs Norf & West et al. (4794). Alleg: 
rates from various Virginia points t 
points in C, F. A. territory are un- 
just; p 807. 

McInnis & Sturges Milling Co vs M & 
O (4753). Alleges lack of proper tran 
sit privileges at Meridian, Miss., di 
criminates against Meridian in fav 
of St. Louis, Cario, Ill, and other 
points where privileges of reconsign 
ment and reshipping are granted 0! 
grain, hay and feedstuffs; p 679. 

McInnis & Sturges Milling Co vs Sout! 
ern and Ala G S (4796). Alleges rate 
charged from Meridian, Miss., 
Southern and Alabama Great Sout! 
ern stations are excessive and discrim- 
inative against Meridian; p 862. 

McKenore, O. T., vs Sou Pac (4899). 
Alleges that he ordered 14 double- 
deck and one single-deck car for va- 
rious shipments of cattle from Mid- 
land, Ore., to San Francisco, that de- 
fendant sent single-deck cars; and 
that rates assessed were unreasonable; 
p 1229. 

McKus, Ferdinand, vs Wabash and L § 
& M §S (4774). Alleges defendants on 
Feb. 2, 1910, made a through rate and 
joint rate of 17 cents on live =. :c! 
and cattle in C L lots bety Jew 
ell, O., and East Buffalo, N . and 
that said rate is unreasonable in that 
it exceeds 14% cents; p 754. 

McLaughlin, James J., vs Tex & Pa 
and St LI M & §S (4614). Alleges 
rates on kegs from Endora, Ark., to 
New Orleans, La., are excessive; P 
179. 

Mercantile Lumber & Supply Co vs K © 
Sou (4886). Alleges rate of 19 cents 
on oak lumber from Horatid, Ark., | 
Kansas City, Mo., unreasonable and 
should not exceed 17 cents; p 1087. — 

Merchants’ Freight Bureau of Little 
Rock, Ark., vs A T & S F et al (4798 
Alleges rate of 17 cents on cement 
from Kansas producing territory to 
Little Rock, Ark., is excessive; p 862 

Metitas Mills vs N Y NH & H, Pa, 
Norf & West and Cent of Ga et 2! 
(4873). Alleg@s rate on cotton mill 
machinery from New England points 
+> A stirs Ga., are excessive; P 
7. 
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Rock Springs Distilling Co et al vs B & 
O 8S W and Ill Cent et al (4901). Al- 
leges rates charged on cattle to 
Owensboro, Ky., from Kansas City 
and East St. Louis and from Owens- 
boro, Ky., to Chicago are excessive 
and discriminate in favor of Louis- 
ville, Cincinnati, New York and other 
interstate points; p 1229. 

Rogers, John 1, and Prinkey, John H., 
Vs B & O and Indian Creek Valley 
(4894). Allege that rates charged by 
defendant for transportation of coal 
from mines in the Somerset and Cam- 
bria districts of Pennsylvania to Bal- 
Mae Sy and Philadelphia are excessive; 
p io. 

Rosenthal & Sons Co, H., vs L & N 
(4658). Alleges rate of 46 cents on 
bottles from Cincinnati, O.,; to St. 
Mary’s, Ky., is excessive and should 
not exceed 30 cents; p 364. 

Rulofson, A. C., vs Pa et al (4775). 
Alleges rate of 95 cents on corrugated 
iron floor or ceiling plates from Niles, 
O., to California and Washington 
points is excessive and should not ex- 
ceed 80 cents; p 755. 

Rumely Co, M. S., vs L S & M §, Ind 
Harb and C RI & P (4685). Alleges 
rate of 97% cents on consignment of 
agricultural implements La Porte, 
Ind., to Genoa, Colo., is excessive and 
should not exceed 80% cents; p 426. 

St Louis Blast Furnace Co vs Virginian, 
c&oO,CCC&S8tLandSt LIM& 
Sou (4711). Alleges rate of $2.90 per 
ton on coke for blast furnaces in effect 
in 1909 and 1910 excessive and should 
not have exceeded $2.23; p 472. 

Schenck, S. C., vs Norf & West et al 
(4860). Alleges shipment of three 
cars of coal from Vivian, W. Va., to 
Chicago and that the rates were ex- 
cessive; p 1050. 

Scott-Mayer Commission Co vs A T & 
S F (4687). Alleges rate of 97 cents 
on 153 crates of celery Pueblo, Colo., 
to Kansas City, Kan., thence recon- 
Signed to Little Rock, Ark., is ex- 
cessive and should not exceed 50 
cents; p 426. 

Scully Steel & Iron Co vs C M & St P 
and C B & Q (4884). Alleges ship- 
ment of a carload of bar steel from 
Bay View, Wis., to Oregon, Ill., on 
which charges based on a rate of 13% 
cents were collected; a just and rea- 
sonable rate should not exceed 8 
cents; p 1087. 

Sheib, Henry H, Mfg Co vs ACL, RF 
& P and Wash Sou (4633). Alleges 
rate of 63 cents on cedar cigar-box 
lumber is excessive and should not 
exceed 32% cents; p 257. 

Shortsville Wheel Co vs C CC & St L 
et al (4593). Alleges 18 cents from 
Ivorydale, O., 42 cents from Forest 
and Calhoun, Miss., to Shortsville, 
N. Y., on club-turned spokes are ex- 
cessive; p 73. 

Sims, Joe C., vs Montpelier & Wells R, 
B & M and Wabash et al (4669). Al- 
leges rate on rough and dressed mar- 
ble Barre, Vt., and Bedford, Ind., to 
Lebanon, Ky., is excessive; p 426. 

Sleider, Edw. T., vs Sou Ry and St L 
S W (4615). Alleges rate of 30 cents 
on hay from De Witt, Ark., to New 
Albany, Ind., is excessive; p 180. 

Slider, Edw. T., vs Sou Ry and S A L, 
ACL C & Oand RF & P (4611). 
Alleges switching charges assessed 
at Richmond, Va., are excessive and 
subject persons doing business in 
Richmond to disadvantage and favor 
shippers at various competitive points; 
p 179. 

Sloss-Sheffield Steel & Iron Co vs L & 
N et al (4800). Alleges rates on pig 
iron from Birmingham, Ala., and 
Chattanooga, Tenn., to Ohio River 
crossings, Chicago, St. Louis, interior 
eastern, eastern and New England 
points are excessive; p 862. 

Southwestern Missouri Millers’ Club vs 
StL&S8S F,AT & 8S F, Mo Pac and 
St-L IM & Sou (4829). Alleges re- 
fusal of defendants to pay allowances 
for repairing cars for transportation 
of grain.or products is unjust; p 964. 

Springfield Traffic Bureau of the Job- 
bers’ and Manufacturers’ Association 
vs St L & S F and St LIM & Sou 
(4810). Alleges rates charged on mer- 
chandise originating at points east of 
Iilinois-Indiana state line consigned 
‘. Springfield, Mo., are excessive; p 

St. Louis Blast Furnace Co vs L & N, 
LH & St L. Wiggins Ferry Co and 
St LI M & Sou (4910). Alleges ship- 
ment in June, 1910, of various con- 












signments of coke from Dorchester U. S. of America vs A C L (4651). A\l- 


Junction, Va., to St. Louis, on which leges passenger fares of $10.55 be- 
charges were collected at the rate of tween Norfolk, Va., and Charlest: 
$2.80 per ton; that a just and Teason- S. C., and $13.45 between Norfolk, \ 
able rate should not exceed $2:23 per and Savannah, Ga., are excessive 
ton; p 1284. that they exceed $9.70 and $12.50, 
Stahiberg, Wm. J., vs C & E TI (4623). spectively; p 258. 
Alleges refusal to transport consign- U. S. of America vs Mo Pac et al (4764 
ment of coal from Jacksonville, Ind., Alleges passenger fare of $47.68 fr: 
to Iron Ridge, Wis., on ground of Kansas City, Mo., to Norfolk, Va., and 
scarcity of cars puts complainant to return is excessive; p 755. 


great inconvenience and resulted in a 
loss of $58.02; p 180. 

Standard Iron & Metal Co vs D& RG 
et al (4834). Alleges that rate of 42 
cents on shipments of old car axles 
from Chicago to Denver is unreason- 
able and that it should not exceed 
31% cents; p 1008. 

Standard Knitting Mills vs N Y NH & 
H, Pa and Southern (4672). Alleges 
rate of 49 cents on two cars of cotton 
mill machinery Westfield, Mass., to 
Knoxville, Tenn., is excessive and 
should not exceed 49 cents; p 426. 

Standard Oil Co vs A C L and Southern 
(4750). Alleges that on Feb. 11, 1911, 
a rate of 20 cents was charged on a 
consignment of crude petroleum from 
Port Tampa, Fla., to Woodbury, Ga., 
and that a reasonable rate should not 
have exceeded $1.185 per ton; 680. 

Standard Vitrified Brick Co et al vs C B 
& Q et al (4782). Alleges absence of 
through rates and joint routes for 
transportation of brick from various 
producing points in Kansas to points 
in southern Iowa and northwestern 
Missouri makes excessive rates, p 807. 

Steward & Clark Mfg CovsA T&S F 
(4617). Alleges that double first-class 
rate on speedometers from Chicago to 
San Francisco and Los Angeles, Cal., 
is excessive and unjust in view of 
first-class rate on thermometers and 
kindred articles; p 180. 

Steward, E. M., vs AT & S Fand CB 
& Q (4665). Alleges rate of $5.5 cents 
on marble and granite from Burling- 
ton, Ia., to Lamar, Colo., is excessive 
and should not exceed 35 cents; p 364. 

Struck, Alfred, CovsL_&N, CRI &P 
and NC & St L (4618). Alleges that 
third-class rate on interior house trim, 
when shellacked, from Louisville, Ky., 
to southern and western points is ex- 
cessive in view of the fact that inte- 
rior house trim in the white takes fifth 
class; and that it is necessary to shel- 
lac interior house trim to preserve in 
transit and that it does not make it a 
finished product; p 180. 

Taylor Stone Co vs Norf & West (4679). 
Alleges rate of $1.20 per ton on coal 
from War Eagle, Thacher, William- 
son, Glen Alum,. Nola, W. Va., and 
Majestic, Ky., to Parden, O., excess- 
ive: p 426. 

Tennessee Coal Co vs Ky & Tenn, C N 
O & T P and Southern (4720). Alleges 
rates on coal, forest products and 
other merchandise from Freeman, 
Ky., to Cincinnati, Chattanooga, At- 
lanta and various other interstate 
points are excessive and discriminate 
in favor of shippers in adjacent terri- 
tory; p 680. 

Thomas Produce Co vs C M & St P and 
St LS W of Tex (4880). Alleges ship- 
ment of consignment of onions and 
rutabagas from Green Bay, Wis., to 
Waco, Tex., and that in addition to 
regular tariff rates it was assessed 
$45 for refrigeration; that this charge 
is excessive; asks reparation to the 
amount of $27.90; p 1087. 

Town of Martinsville, W. Va., vs Norf 
& West and Danville & West (4628). 
Alleges $2 per ton on coal from mines 
at Bluefield, W. Va., and adjacent ter- 
ritory to Martinsville, Va., is excess- 
ive and asks a rate of not to exceed 
$1.50 per ton; p 180. 

Traffic Bureau of Nashville, Tenn., vs 
L & N, L & N Terminal Co and Tenn 
Cent (4604). Alleges $1 per net ton 
on coal from western Kentucky to 
Nashville excessive; should not exceed 
50 cents and that switching charge of 
60 cents per ‘ton works hardship 
against complainant; p 73. 

Trojan Manufacturing Co vs Vandalia, 
St L & S F and Houston & Tex Cent 

(4781). Alleges rate of $1.18 on shade 
hangers from South Bend, Ind., to 
Dallas, Tex., is excessive and should 
not exceed 71 cents; p 807. 

Union Tanning Co et al vs Southern 
(4643). Allege rates on leather in car- 
load lots from Asheville, Morgantown, 4 
Old Fort and other North Carolina & S F (4663). Alleges unreasonable 
points to eastern, northern and west- restrictions in use of transit privileges 
ern points are excessive; p 222. on grain and grain products in favor 


U. S. of America vs Whartout Nort 
ern, CR RofN J and B & M et 
(4777). Alleges rates charged 
smokeless powder and nitro-cellulos 
wet, between points in Official Clas 
fication territory are higher than t 
rates charged on other inflamma! 
articles of equal or greater value a: 
which entail equal or greater risk 
handling; p 755. 

Van Camp Burial Co vs C B & Q (473 
Alleges class and commodity rat 
from Des Moines, Ia., to Syracuse and 
other points in Nebraska are exces 
ive; p 680, 

Virginia-Carolina Chemical Co vs A C 
(4815). Alleges rates on fertilize 
from Wadesboro, N. C., to South Caro- 
lina points are excessive; p 926. 

Waclark Titanite Explosive Co vs Pa 
al (4889). Alleges rates on titanit« 
from Corry, Pa., to various intersta 
points are excessive, and should n 
exceed rates on kainit or measurit: 
p 1176. 

Waco Freight Bureau and Reemes 
Roban vs St L S W et al (4772). A 
lege that on Jan. 18, 1911, they shipped 
from Eunice, La., to Waco, Tex., three 
automobiles, together with parts, and 
that the rates charged were unr 
sonable; p 755. 

Wadham’s Oil Co.vs P & L E et 
(4870). Alleges rate of 18 cents « 
petroleum from Coraopolis, Pa.. and 
Neville Island, Pa., to Milwaukee, 
Wis., is unreasonable and should not 
exceed 16 cents; p 1087. 

Walter Brewing Co vs A T & 8S F et a 
(4858). Alleges it received at Puebl 
Colo., from Allentown, Pa., three a 
tomobile trucks, together with parts 
and attachments, on which chargé 
were collected at a rate of $2.52 and 
on a weight of 25,800 pounds; that th« 
weight should not exceed 19,57 
pounds; p 1050. 

Warren, Cyrus C., vs NO & N E et 
(4841). Alleges shipment of a carload 
of yellow pine lumber from Eastabu- 
chia, Miss., to Jackson, Tenn., charges 
on which were collected at the rate o! 
26 cents; that a just and reasonab!: 
rate would not have exceeded 24 
cents; p 1008. 

Waverly Oil Works vs Pa et al (4851 
Alleges that refusal of defendant to 
interchange freight with other carrie: 
doing business within the switching 
limits of Pittsburgh puts it to gre: 
disadvantage; p 1050. 

Waverly Oil Works vs Pa Co and M 
St P & SSM (4626). Alleges rate of 
25% cents on petroleum and its prod 
ucts from Pittsburgh, Pa., to Oshkos 
Wis., is excessive; p 180. 

Weber, C. F., vs Hoosac Tunnel & W 
mington and B & M (4682). Alleges 
charge on consignment of folding 
chairs Reedsboro, Vt., to San Frar 
cisco of $568.40 was excessive and 
should not have exceeded $449.06; 
426. 

West Coast Shingle Co vs Gt Nor, Minn 
& St L and L & N (4898). Alleges 
that excessive rates charged by de- 
fendants on a shipment of red cedar 
shingles moving on May 27, 1909, fro: 
Blaine, Wash., to Minnesota Transf« 
Minn., and thence reconsigned 
Dahlgren resulted in an overchars 
of $22.13; p 1284. 

Western Fruit Jobbers’ Association 
America vs CRI&P, ATE&SF, 
Union Pac, Mo Pac and CI & 5 
(4902). Alleges, effective Aug. 1, 191 
defendants advanced rates a 
weights for transportation of grap 
from Chicago and points in Chicago 
rate territory to Topeka, Wichit 
Hutchinson, Independence and ot! 
Kansas points, which advances 
considered unreasonable and unjus' 
and discriminate against dealers 
Kansas in favor of those in Missour) 
River territory; p 1229. 

Wichita Board of Trade vs Abilene « 
Sou,ATE&SF.CRI€& P,KCM& 
O, Midland Valley, Mo Pac and St 
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dealers in Kansas City, St. Louis 
and Omaha; p 364. 
chita Board of Trade vs A T & S F 
et al (4664). Alleges rates on grain 
nd grain products from Kansas pro- 
ducing points to Texas points discrim- 
inate against Kansas producers and 
dealers; p 364. 
Vilis& CovsAT&SFandCB&Q 
1646). Alleges charges based on a 
ite of $1.54 on plants and trees be- 
tween Ottawa, Kan., and Wiggins, 
‘olo., were excessive; p 258. 
sconsin Lime & Cement Co vs CCC 
& St Land CI & Sou (4709). Alleges 
ite of 80 cents on paving blocks Dan- 
ville, Ill, to Englewood, Ill., are ex- 
cessive; p 472. 
lverine Brass Works vs G R & I et 
(4690). Alleges charges of $5.20 on 
wo boxes brass fittings Grand Rapids, 
Mich., to Wilmington, N. C., excess- 
e; p 472. 
olworth & Co, F. W., vs L & N et 
il (4871). Alleges rates on hardware 
nd similar articles from eastern 
points to Bowling Green, Ky., are ex- 
cessive; p 1087. 





Wright-Bachman Lumber Co vs B & O 


t al (4788). Alleges that between 
ine 11, 1910, and Feb. 23, 1911, it was 
overcharged $155.49 on consignments 
of lumber from Benton, Portland, 
\rk., Baskin, Alexandria, La., and va- 
ous other points in Arkansas and 
Louisiana to interior eastern and 
points in Buffalo-Pittsburgh territory; 
» 680, ‘ 
Young & Cutsinger vs Ill Cent (4885). 
\lleges shipment of four carloads of 
logs from Spraggins Spur, Miss., to 
Evansville, Ind., to be milled and re- 
shipped to points north; that charges 
were collected on a basis of 26 cents; 
a just and reasonable rate should 
not exceed 18% cents; p 1175. 
ngstown Sheet & Tube Co, Republic 
Iron & Steel Co, De Forest Steel Hook 
Co, Valley Moulding & Iron Co and 
ther Youngstown firms vs P & L E 
(4607). Allege $1.35 per net ton on 
coal from Connellsville district to 
Youngstown district, about 134 miles, 
excessive; p 73. Same vs same (4606). 
Alleges rate of 70 cents per net ton on 
coal from Pittsburgh district to 
Youngstown district, about 75 miles, 
s excessive. Same vs same (4608). 
\lleges rate of 56 cents per gross ton 
n iron ore from Ashtabula Harbor, 
O., to Youngstown district is excess- 


ve: p 74. 
iba Construction Co vsC & NW,AT 
& S F and Sou Pac (4706). Alleges 


irges of $456 on consignment of iron 
ind steel South Milwaukee to Marys- 
ville, Cal., excessive; asks reparation 
Of $208.48; p 472. 
ing Brewing Co and Walter Brewing 
Co vs C B & Q et al (4602). Allege 
rates on wooden bungs Milwaukee and 
St. Louis to Denver and Pueblo are 
excessive; p 74. 
mon Carriers; Express companies 
(Legal); p468. 
currence Number; Error in Stating 
nference Ruling): p 855 
irrences; Switching roads (Confer- 
e Ruling); p 577. 


CONFERENCE RULINGS: 


\ddress; Duty of carrier to transmit 
full; p 1216. 

\gent for Carrier and Shipper; Same 
person may not act: p 1216. 

\gents for Carrier May Not Act as 
\gents for Shippers; p 576. 


Canadian Customs Officers; Free 


ransportation of; p 855. 

‘ars, Two Small; in Lieu of Larger 
Ordered; p 576. 

mpany Material; p 576. 
‘oneurrence Number; Error in Stat- 
ing; p 855. 

emurrage; One car onlv; p 1903. 
smployes, Restaurant: Not entitled to 
_free transportation; p 577. 

xchange of Services; Railroad and 
telegraph; p 1216. 

Explanation of; p 806. 

txport Business; What Constitutes; 
_p. 758. 

tires Applicable to Passengers Dis- 
_continuing Journeys; p 856. 

Free Transportation; p 855. 

rree Transportation; Instructor in 
> use of boiler compounds; p 576. 
‘Tee | _ Transportation of Instructors; 
Dp 80d. 

“ree Transportation: Restaurant Em- 
ployes not entitled; p 577. 
Household Goods; Free transportation 
of; p 576. 
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Iced_ Refrigerator 


Instructor 
transportation 
Instructors, Transportation 


Non-operating 
portation 


Company; 
Orphans; 


Reduced to aggregate of 
intermediate; D 
Applicable Shipments 
of Destination; 
Lawfully Cancelled; 
own power; 
Destruction 
Reparation; 


Instructions; 
Telegrams; 
Shipments 


applicable; 


Structural; Fabrication 


Concurrences; 
of Shippers; 


Switching 
Telegrams 
Shipments 


Shipments J 

Minimum; Increased 
aggregate 
intermediates; 
Transportation 


Economic; 
ized; I C C deeision; p 534. 
Congress Hits Commerce Court; 
Connecting 
not prepaid (Legal); p 503. 
Connecting 
(Legal); p 1085. 
Consignments, Order; 


Conditions, 


of shipment 
Improper 
Notice to consignor 


Consignor; 
ments (Legal); p 218. 

Constitutional 
Letter); p 271. 

Contract; Measure of damages when car- 
rier fails to perform (Legal); 

Conversion; 
(Legal); p 255. 

Co-operation Counseled; Address of B. D. 

Wells-Fargo 

press, before Traffic Club of Pittsburgh; 


(Washington 


Caldwell, president, 


Cooperage 
points on Nashville, Chattanooga & St. 
unreasonable; decision; 


Co-operation Still Successful, 
Keynote; 

president, 
Pacific; chairman, Denver & Rio Grande; 


Co-operation 


Cork, Granulated, Takes First-Class Rate; 
I C C decision; p 1078. 

Corn Rate Unjust; C decision; 
Regulation 
(Washington Letter); p 371. 
Memphis 
Central Bureau plan; p 1890. 

tate: Increase justified; I C C de- 


Argument 
Maximum 
decision; p 
Cottonseed Oil Rates: Memphis complains 
of; p 354. 
Cottonseed Products; 


Cottonseed Prescribed; 


Order in relation to; 


Cottonseed Rates; Effort 


to reduce; p 711. 
Rates to Memphis; ; 


Cottonseed 
cision: p 529 

Cottonseed 
sas to Memphis discriminate; I ¢ 
cision: p 490. 

‘Yottonseed Rates Reduced; p 504. 

unreasonable; 
decision: 

Count, Shipper’s: 
ify (Legal); p § 


COURT, COMMERCE: 


Abolition 


Abolition Bills Expedited 


Antagonism Beneficiaries 
(Washington 


Favorable 
House committee; 


Calendar; 


Cattle Men Appeal to; p 477. 

Coal Car Case Decided; p 466. 

Concurrences; Switching roads; p 577. 

Congress Hits; p 934. 

Corrects Clerk of Commission; p 1002. 

Commerce Court, Fairness 4 
(Edit.); p 1183. 

Fruit Rate Order Enjoined; p 34. 

Issues Writ of Mandamus Against 
Two Roads; p 450. 

Jurisdiction; Argument on; p 355. 
Jurisdiction of (Supreme Court deci- 
Sion): pp 1268, 1276. 

Lemon Rate; Carriers to ask review; 


a 


oward 


119. 


Trial (Edit.); p 523 


Proceedings; pp 357, 414, 474, 741, 804, 
' 856, 1171, 1215. 

Reverses Commission; p 421. 
Service; Must perform advertised; 
Shreveport Case; .Attacked on peti- 
tion; p 1004. 

Stockyards Case; Court assumes 
jurisdiction over reparation cases; 


284. 


Support Asked; p 964. 

Supreme Court Defines Powers of; 
pp 1172, 1216. 

Usefulness of (Wash. Letter): p 1099. 

Wichita Recommends Abolition; p 43. 

Will Sit in Shipper’s Territory (Wash. 
Letter); p 486. 

‘ourt of Appeals Affirms Judgment in 

case of Merchants’ & Miners’ Transpor- 

tation Co; p 759. 

surt Protection Insufficient; Address by 

Chairman Charles A. Prouty, Interstate 

Commerce Commission, before Traffic 

Club of Pittsburgh; p 672. 

Courts, Concurrent Remedy in, in Rep- 
aration Cases (Legal); p 1282. 

Crates, Boxes and, Defined: I C C deci- 
sion; p 687. 

Cream Rate Not Unreasonable; I C C de- 
cision; p 145. 

Criminal Work of Commission Increasing; 

{22. 

Cuban Freight Rates, Advance on; p 348. 

Cuban Rates; Agreement on; p 422. 

‘ypress Rates Unreasonable; I C C deci- 
sion; p 838. 


D 


Damage Claims, Loss and; Plan to re- 
duce; p 423. 

Damages for Delay in Transportation and 
Delivery (Legal); p 255. 

Damages for Distribution; I C C decision; 
» $21. 

auenees: In diverted shipments (Legal); 


219. 


Damages; Loss from freezing (Legal); p 
219. 

Damages; Measure of; Does not include 
freight charges on duplicate shipment 
(Legal): p 803. 

Damages; Measure of in lost shipments 

excludes charges on duplicate ship- 

ments (Legal); p 671. 


DECISIONS OF THE INTERSTATE 
COMMERCE COMMISSION. 


Acme Cement Plaster Co vs St Louis & 


San Francisco tailroad Co et al 
No 3545. Opinion No 1742 (22 1C C 
tep., 283). Submitted Jan 26, 1911. 
Decided Jan 8, 1912. Rates of 19 and 
22% cents per 100 pounds on fuel oil 


from Sapulpa, Okla., to Acme, Tex., 


in effect prior to July 26, 1909, found 
to have been unreasonable so far as 
they exceeded a rate of 15 cents. 
teparation awarded; Jan 27, p 152. 


Alabama Lumber & Export Co vs Louis- 


ville & Nashville Railroad Co et al. 
No 4013. Opinion No 1818 (23 I C C 
Rep, p 78). Submitted Nov 4, 1911 
Decided March 11, 1912. The facis 
of record in this case do not show that 
defendants misrouted the shipment, 
or that the rates charged were unrea- 
sonable. Complaint dismissed; March 
30, p 625. 


Albree Geo. vs Boston & Maine Railroad 


et al. No 3680. Opinion No 1748. 
Submitted Nov 11, 1911. Decided Jan 
8, 1912. Complaint puts~-in issue 
what is known as the ‘‘New England 
system,” or the leased-car system, as 
applied to the transportation of milk 
to Boston, Mass. Upon consideration 
of all the facts and circumstances 
disclosed by the record, Held: (1) That 
the leased-ecar system is not, if the 
tariffs are properly framed, unlawful. 
(2) That a per-can rate, bearing a 
proper relation to the carload rate, 
should be established. (3) That where, 
as to the city of Boston, milk must be 
handled under refrigeration, icing fa- 
cilities should be provided when ship- 
ments at the per-can rate are offered 
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Alpha Portland Cement Co vs Baltimore 

Opinion No 1774 (22 I C C Rep, p 446). 


15, 1912. (1) Complainant operates a 
cement mill at Manheim, W. Va., 130 


line, which divides trunk line and 
Association  terri- 
‘rsal portland ce- 
ment mill, at Universal, Pa., within the 
switching limits of Pittsburgh, is a 
competitor. Universal is considered 
as being in trunk line territory, where 
Manheim also.is located, as to ship- 
ments east, and in Central Freight As- 
sociation territory on Central Freight 
shipments. 
therefore, on shipments to Central 
Freight Association territory derives 
‘entral Freight As- 


Central Freight Association carriers, 
which is 73 1-3 per cent of the sixth 


Freight Association territory, how- 
ever, are made upon the old estab- 


trunk line and Central Freight Asso- 


centage of the New York-Chicago 
upon the Central 
Freight Association percentage group 
in which point of origin or destination 
is situated. The present comparative 
basis from Manheim is the result 


struction. Upon eomplaint of unjust 
against 
Heid, Considering the complaint upon 
its substantial merits from a trans- 
portaticn standpoint, without regard 


the relative adjustment between the 
two mills is unduly preferential to 
Universal. (2) When general rate 
adjustments in and between large ter- 
ritories, which contemplate substan- 
tial justice between all sihppers gen- 
erally, result in individual instances 
of disproportionate inequality, they 
fail in their purpose to that extent, 
and their strict observance in such 
eases upon no other ground than the 
of their existence 
should yield to the extent necessary 


many other general rules are neces- 
1 to exceptions. (3) 
Reparation to be awarded upon satis- 
factory proof of the amount due under 
these findings on complainant’s ship- 


Arlington Heights Fr 
vs Southern Pacific Co et al. No 3000. 
Opinion No 1715 (22 I C C Rep, 149). 


Considering all the 
facts which are now’ before the Com- 
mission those developed in the second 
hearing as well as in the first, the 
commission is of the opinion and finds 
that the $1.15 rate as applied to the 
transportation of lemons from points 
in southern California to the East is 
unjust and unreasonable, and that it 


any consideration that the American 
producer should be protected against 
foreign competition. (2) It is in the 
public interest that these lemons 


the consumer at the lowest possible 
cost to the railway 
sion feels that under the present cir- 
cumstances carriers should be allowed 
to require of shippers the loading of 
collapsible bunker cars to their capac- 


- permitted to provide, by proper mini- 
; ma in their tariffs, that when these 
cars are presented with the bunkers 
thrown up they shall be loaded to the’ 
capacity of the car, not -exceeding, 
however, two tiers in height. (3) 
What is a reasonable freight rate 
cannot, strictly speaking, be the sub- 
ject of agreement 


hearing all that is to be said by the 
parties, the Commission is clearly of 
the conviction that rates in effect are 1912. 


17, p 272. those rates others which in its opinion 
are right; but the Commission is not 
required to interfere unless clearly 
convinced that the present schedule is 
unlawful. (4) If this Commission 1714 (221 CC 
were required to establish a reason- May 23, 1911. 
able schedule of rates for the trans- 
portation of citrus fruits from south- 
ern California to eastern destinations, course of. its 
it would not feel at liberty to put in voucher therefo 
a blanket rate; but to. establish on behalf of a 
graded 1ates at this time upon lemons 
would be to break up this rate system 


of the complain 
tions ordered re 


‘o et al. No 3933. Bewsher Compar 


1911. Decided Jan 


Buffalo- Pittsburgh those to whom 


parties concerned; and while the ac- 
tion of the court may in the end com- 
pel the Commission to do this, it feels 
that it can, for the present, properly 
leave this situation as it is; Jan 6, p 
10. 

Ashburn, Ga., Chamber of Com. (See 
Chamber of Commerce, p 816.) 

Ashgrove Lime & Portland Cement Co 


1 I sion to prohibit 
Universal, 

law; and eld 
lation in qhestix 
Complaint dism 


basis adopted by Bituminous Coal 


No 3904. Ashgrove Lime & Portland 
Cement Co et al. vs Atchison, Topeka portation of b 
& Santa Fe Railway Co et al. No 4485. from 
Submitted April 4, 1912. Decided May 
7, 1912. Defendant carriers group the sonable so far 
so-called “gas belt’’ south to Dewey, per 1¢0 pounds. 
Okla., on northbound traffic in cement May 18, p 987. 
and north to Kansas City on ship- ! Nine 
ments to Texas. Certain cement mills Blodgett Milling 
at Iola, Kan., and immediate vicinity 
complain that their rates on cement 
to Kansas City and to various points 
in the states of Missouri, Iowa, Ne- 
braska, Colorado, South Dakota, Mon- 
tana, Oklahoma and Texas, are un- 
reasonable and unjustly discrimina- 
tory; Held, That while upon a strict 
per-ton-mile basis, computed from 
these particular mills, certain of 
these rates may seem rather high, 
considering the record as a whole, the 
complaints should be dismissed except 
as to Oklahoma, where certain reduc- 


in effect between 


of a certain per- Mont., found to 


No 4313. Opini 
tep, p 448). 


observance of the 
line in rate con- 


Manheim; 






geographical line 
between different 
construction, that 


That, as the Ch 


. : s 2 ) > afe 
a substantial parity with other cement the other defen 


rates in this general territory allowed 
to stand; June 15, p 1186. 


<4 > 
tors of Central Pennsylvania vs Penn- the St Paul 
sylvania Railroad Co. No 4298. Opin- 
ion No 1861 (23 I C C Rep, p 385). 
Submitted March 14, 1912. Decided 
May 6, 1912. Complaint herein at- 
injustice, just as + 
- bituminous coal from the Clearfield from the Twin 
district. of Pennsylvania to South 
Amboy, N. J. Upon the facts dis- 
closed by the record; Held, That there 


same destinatic 


statutory period; against the Clearfield operators prac- and desist from 
ticed by the defendant carrier, nor 
does it appear that the rates attacked 
are unreasonable; May 18, p 979. 1029 
Atlantic Refining Co vs Baltimore & 4 
Ohio Railroad Co et al. No 3721. 


Opinion No 1883 (23 I C C Rep, p 492). 


uit Exchange et ai. 
1911. Decided Dec 


May 7, 1912. Rate of 15 cents per 100 


cided Feb 13, 1 
facts disclosed 
case the Comm 


leum oil in carloads from Philadelphia, 
Pa., to Utica, N. Y., found to have 
been unreasonable so far as it ex- 
ceeded 13% cents per 100 pounds. 
Reparation awarded; June 1, p 1076. 
Augusta, Ga., Chamber of Commerce. 
(See Chamber of Commerce, p 120.) 
Baltimore Chamber of Commerce vs. 
Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co et al. 
No 4095. Opinion No 1805 (22 IC C 
Rep, p 596). Submitted Jan 11, 1912. 
Decided Mar 11, 1912. Complainant as- 
sails defendants’ rates on grain from bus to Bluefiel 
various producing points in Indiana 


tive conditions 


$1. The Commis- 


- c compel the mai 
this decision upon 


burgh. (2) De 
rates and rate 


from the grove to 


, and the Commis- 


tory against Baltimore as a _ grain the future; but 
market. Upon the facts of record; 
Held, That the rates complained of 
are not shown to be either unreason- T : 
able 6r unduly discriminatory, as al- via Columbus, 
leged. Complaint dismissed; March able. (4) The 
23, ‘p 534. 

Baltimore Merchants’ & Manufactur- 
ers’ Association vs Atlantic Coast 
Line. (See Merchants’ & Manufactur- 
ers’, etc.; p 383 and 732.) 

Beaumont & Great Northern Railroad 
vs Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Rail- 
way Co et al. No 1984. Opinion No 
1928 (24 I C C Rep, p 161). Sub- 
mitted Jan. 23, 1911. Decided June 8, 

Through routes and joint rates 


cessive. (3) 
will therefore be 


burgh, Columbt 
and kindred p 
mitted so long 
from these po 


between carriers points beyond, 


a given case, after 


wrong, it is its duty to substitute for on lumber from points on the 


line 
ant to certain destin: - 
stored; June 29, p 13 
ny vs Union Pacit 


Railroad Co. No 3829. Opinion No 


Rep, 146). Submitt 
Decided Dec 11, 191 


Defendant's rule or practice requiri: 


it pays money, in t 
business, to. sign 
r, the signature, wh« 
company or corpora 


tion, to be followed by the name of t! 
U ‘ ; th signer with his title or relationsh 
which is highly satisfactory to all to said company or 


corporation, 


leged to be unreasonable; Held, Th 
the regulation in question is one that 
it would be the duty of the Commis 


if found to be in cor 


travention of any of the provisions « 


further, That the regu 
m is not unreasonabi 
issed; Jan 6, p 17. 

Operators of Centra 


et al. vs Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Pa., ete. (See Association of, p 979 
Railway Co. et al. No 4038. Opinion R R Black vs Great Northern Railwa 
e for similar dis- No 1894 (23 I C C Rep, p 519). West- Co. No 3873. Opinion No 1865 (23 
rates to Central ern States Portland Cement Co. et al. C C Rep, p 402). Submitted Aug 
vs Missouri Pacific Railway Co et al. 1911. Decided May 6, 1912. Rate of 


46 cents per 100 pounds for the trans 


ulk corn in carload 


Sioux City, Ia., to Hinsdal 


be unjust and unrea 
as it exceeds 38 cent 
teparation awarded 


Co vs Chicago, Mil 


waukee & St Paul Railway Co et a 


on No 1873 (23 1.CC 
Submitted March 14 


1912. Decided May 6, 1912. The com 
plainant alleges that defendants’ tar 
iffs which provide that rough grains 
may be milled or otherwise treated i 
transit at Minneapolis, St. Paul and 
Minnesota Transfer give undue pref- 
erence and advantage to those points, 
and subject Janesville, Wis., to undue 
prejudice and disadvantage; Held: (1) 


icago, Milwaukee & St. 


Paul Railway Co. is the only defend- 
tions are made to place Oklahoma on ant serving all the points involved, 


dants cannot be guilty 


of violating the act as alleged. John- 
son & Co. vs A, T & S F Ry Co, 21 
ae Sd - I C C, 637. (2) That the action of 
Association of Bituminous Coal Opera- road in granting th: 
transit privileges at the Twin Cities 
was clearly forced by competition be- 
tween the carriers, and the circum- 
stances and conditions surrounding 
tacks ‘defendant’s present rate on - the transportation of grain products 


Cities to Pacific coast 


points and from Janesville to the 


ms are not so nearly 


alike as to constrain the Commissio: 
- - me - is carrier either to cease 
has been no unjust discrimination as to order this carrier either pare 


according the present 


privileges at the Twin Cities or to 
establish similar privileges at Janes- 
ville. Complaint dismissed; May 25, p 


Bluefield Shippers’ Association vs Nor- 
folk & Western Railway Co et al. No 
Submitted April 21, 1911. Decided 3753. Opinion No 1791 (22 I C C Rep, 
y 7, 1912. . te Gos te p 519). Fourth Section Application No 
pounds for transportation of petro- 1561. Submitted Nov 14, 1911. De- 


912. (1) Upon all the 
by the record in this 
ission finds that there 


are to-day at Roanoke, Va., competi- 


beyond the control of 


the Norfolk & Western Railway which 


ntenance at that point 


of the rates now in effect from Cin- 
cinnati, Columbus, Chicago and Pitts- 


fendants’ present class 
s on grain and grain 


products from Cincinnati and Colum- 


d, W. Va., and their 


present class rates from Pittsburgh 
and Illinois to Baltimore, Md., as un- to Bluefield, found to be unreason- 
reasonable and as unduly discrimina- able, and lower rates prescribed for 


such rates from Chi- 


cago to Bluefield not found to be ex- 
Present rates on iron 
articles from Pittsburgh to Bluefield, 


not found unreason- 
charging. of higher 


rates at intermediate points than to 
Roanoke and points east, from Pitts- 


is, Cincinnati, Chicago 
oints, should be per- 
as the present rates 
ints to Roanoke, and 
do not exceed those 


now in effect, provided that no higher 
rates are charged at Bluefield, and 
points to the west, than have been 
found reasonable from Cincinnati, Co- 
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applications; March 9, p 433. 
State of Kansas vs Atchison, Tepeka 
& Santa Fe 
Opinion No 1767 (221C C 
Submitted Jan 12, 1912. 


situation, they are, perhaps, sufficient- 


Bolleau, John W., et al vs Pittsburgh & 


Mississippi and the 


excessive (2) 


required to cease and desist from the 


maintenance from Detroit to St. Louis 
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Present 


yhia and Baltimore via Hagerstown 
o Bluefield found to be unreasonable, 
prescribed for the 
uture. (6) Suitable orders will be 
nade in the various fourth section 


ard of Railroad Commissioners of the 


tailway Co et al. No 3405. 
tep, Dp ). 
Decided Feb 
1912. (1) Rates on salt from the 
<ansas field to points between the 
Missouri rivers 
yuund not to be unreasonable in and 
themselves. Considering the whole 
high but cannot be pronounced 
These rates are not 
ind to be unduly high in compari- 
on with corresponding rates from 
e Michigan field to the same points. 
}) The Wabash Railroad Co will be 


liscrimination now arising out of the 


f the 9-cent rate upon bulk salt. (4) 
Applications for relief from the 
peration of the fourth section in re- 
gard to these salt rates set down for 
further investigation; Feb 24, p 324. 


Lake Erie Railroad Co et al. No 3853. 
Opinion No 1807 (22 I C C Rep, 640). 
Submitted March 2, 1912. Decided 
March 11, 1912. Rate of 88 cents per 
net ton for the transportation of bitu- 
minous coal in carloads from the 
Pittsburgh, Pa., district to Ashtabula 
irbor, Ohio, when for transshipment 
vessel on the Great Lakes to 
points beyond, found to be unreason- 
ble and rate of 78 cents prescribed 
for the future: March 23, p 551. 
leau, John W., et al vs Pittsburgh & 
Lake Erie Railroad Co et al. No 3853. 
Opinion No 1923 (24 I C C Rep. p 
129). Submitted May 16. 1912. De- 
cided June 4, 1912. Complainant’s ap- 
plication for modification of order de- 
nied; June 29, p 1317. 
‘idgeman-Russell Co vs Great North- 
ern Express Co et al. No 4121. 
Opinion No 1798 (22 I C C Rep, 573). 
Submitted Sept 30, 1911. Decided 
March 4, 1912. On May 1, 1911, the 
defendant express company increased 
its rates for the interstate transpor- 
tion of milk from points in Minne- 
sota to Duluth, Minn., to equal the 
scale of rates on cream for similar 
distances prescribed by the Commis- 
sion in Cobb vs N P Ry Co, 20I CC 
Rep, 100; Held, That defendants have 
failed to justify any advance and that 
the milk rates in force prior to May 
1, 1911, should be restored; March 23, 








p oof. 

srooklyn Cooperage Co vs Illinois Cen- 
tral Railroad Co et al. No 2966. 
Opinion No 1755 (22 IC C Rep, p —). 


1911. Decided Feb 
1912. The collection of demurrage 
arges upon complainant’s shipments 
not found to have been unreasonable. 
Complaint dismissed: Feb 24, p 316. 
srook-Rauch Mill & Elevator Co vs St 
Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern 
Railway Co et al. No 3574. Opinion 
No 1730 (22 I C C Rep, 249). Sub- 
mitted March 24, 1911. Decided Jan 
1912. Charges for necessary out- 
of-direct-line service on shipments of 
grain and grain products from Omaha, 
Neb., to Conway and Morrilton, Ark., 
with transit privileges at Little Rock, 
Ark., found not to be unreasonable or 
unduly preiudicial. Complaint dis- 
missed: Jan 27, p 122. 
srunswick-Balke-Collender Co vs Atchi- 
son, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co 
et al No 4597. Opinion No 1863 
23 ITC C Ren, 395). Submitted April 
191? Decided Mav 6, 1912. West- 
ern Classification rule providing for 
ninimum charge on 5,000 pounds at 
first-class rate upon an article too 
large to be loaded through the side 
door or too long to be loaded through 
the end window of a 36-foot box or 
stock car found to be unreasonable and 
unjustly discriminatory. Rule provid- 
ing that when articles are loaded on 
open cars on account of being too 
arge or too lone to be loaded through 
the side door of a closed car shall be 
charged a minimum of 5,000 pounds 


Submitted Feb 20, 














at the first-class rate, prescribed; May 
18; p 988. 

Business Men’s League of Albert Lea, 
Minn., vs Baltimore & Ohio Railroad 
Co. et al. No 3910. Opinion No 1922 
(24 I C C Rep, p 125). Submitted 
Nov. 10, 1911. Decided June 8, 1912. 
(1) It must be taken as the conclusive 
opinion of this Commission that the 

Twin-City rates are directly and vi- 
tally affected by the rail-lake-and- 
rail rates via Duluth and Superior and 
the all-rail rates via the Canadian 
Pacific and the Soo ‘line. (2) The 
competitive conditions .influencing the 
rates from the East to Twin Cities 
sre pot present at Albert Lea, Minn., 
and the exaction of the present dif- 
ferentials over Twin Cities on traffic 
from the East to Albert Lea is neither 
unreasonable nor discriminatory; June 
29, p 1324. 

Byrnes Edward, Trustee for H. Woods 
Co, Bankrupt, vs Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe Railway Co et al. No 4342. 
Opinion No 1801 (22 I C C Rep, 585). 
Submitted Jan 4, 1912. Decided March 
4, 1912. Defendants’ tariffs provided 
for standard and pony crates of cer- 
tain dimensions for the shipment of 
cantaloupes from Colorado, upon esti- 
mated weights of 66 pounds and 53 
pounds, respectively. Complainant 
shipped in so-called one-third size 
crates, for which there was no tariff 
provision for estimating weight. 
Upon complaint alleging unreasonable 
charges resulting from excessive 
weight; Held, That weight applied to 
shipments is not shown to have been 
excessive. Reparation denied; March 
23, p 565. 

Byrnes Edward, Trustee for H. Woods 
Co, Bankrupt, vs Atlantic Coast Line 
Railroad Co et al. No, 4343. Opinion 
No 1846 (23 I C C Rep, 251). Sub- 
mitted Jan 3, 1912. Decided April 1, 
1912. Upon petition for reparation on 
shipments of oranges, grapefruit and 
pineapples from points in Florida to 
points in Central Freight Association 
territory; Held, That under the cir- 
cumstances of this case no reparation 
should be awarded; April 27, p 847. 

California Pole & Pilling Co et al. vs 
Southern Pacific Co. No 4053, Opin- 
ion No 1787 (22 I C C Rep, p 507). 
Submitted Sept 5, 1911. Decided Feb 
12, 1912. Rates on poles and piling 
from various points in Oregon to sta- 
tions on defendant’s line in Califor- 
nia found unreasonable to the extent 
that they exceed the lumber rates be- 
tween the same points. Reparation 
awarded; March 9, p 445. 

Carstens Packing Co vs Southern Pa- 
cific Co et.al. No 3613. Opinion No 

1841 (23 I C C Rep, p 236). Sub- 
mitted May 1, 1911. Decided April 
1, 1912. (1) Rates charged for the 
transportation of live stock from Cal- 
ifornia points to Tacoma and Seat- 
tle, Wash., not shown to be unjust 
unreasonable or discriminatory. (2) 
The rules in defendants’ tariffs per- 
taining to single-deck and double- 
deck cars found to be conflicting. So 
long as rates are provided for dou- 
ble-deck cars, the tariffs should pro- 
vide definitely that where a double- 
deck car is ordered and two single- 
deck cars are furnished the charges 









will be assessed upon the basis of 
the double-deck car ordered; April 
27, p 841. 


Casey-Hedges Co vs 
Southern 


Alabama Great 
Railroad Co et al. No 


4140. Opinion No 1845 (23 I C C Rep, 
p 249). Sumbitted Oct 16, 1911. De- 
cided April 1, 1912. For transport- 


ing a carload of grate bars for power 
boilers from Chattanooga, Tenn., to 
Oakland, Cal., defendants collected 
charges based upon a rate of $1.41 
per 100 pounds, applicable to ‘‘fur- 
nace castings.”’ On complaint the 
rate was unreasonable and that de- 
fendants should have assessed a rate 
of 80 cents applicable to “castings, 
n. o. s., plain as from the sand;” 
Held, That the rate of 80 cents was 
properly applicable. Reparation 
awarded; April 27, p 846. 

Central Commercial Co vs Gulf & Ship 
Island Railroad Co et al No 4261. 
Opinion No 1896 (23 I C C Rep, p 532). 
Submitted Oct aa 1911. Decided 
May 7, 1912. Empty privately owned 
ears while remaining on _ privately 
owned tracks, and not “placed for 
loadinge’’ by carrier, are not subject 
to demurrage charges under tariffs 


of defendants. Reparation awarded 
for demurrage charges collected under 
_above circumstances; June 8, p 1154. 
Chamber of Commerce. of Ashburn, 
Ga. et al vs Georgia Southern & 
Florida Railway Co et al. No 4875. 
Opinion No 1829 (23 I C C Rep, p 140). 
Submitted March 16, 1912. Decided 
April 2, 1912. Adjustment of rates to 
Ashburn, Ga., found to be unjustly 
discriminatory to Ashburn and un- 
duly preferential to Tifton, Ga.; 
April 27, p 816. 
Chamber ot Commerce of City of Au- 
gusta, Ga., vs Southern Railway Co 
et al. No 3328. Opinon No 17238. 
Opinion 728 6 (1. C.-C... Beas 
Submitted April 10, 1911. Decided Jan 
8, 1912. Complainant alleges that de- 
fendants’ rate of $2.10 per ton on 
coal from the Coal Creek mines in 
Tennessee to Augusta, Ga., is un- 
reasonable in itself and unduly pre- 
judicial as compared with rates from 
said mines to other points in the 
Same general territory as Augusta; 
Held, That the present rate from 
the Coal Creek mines to Augusta is 
not shown to be unreasonable, nor 
does it appear that coal consumers 
at Augusta are thereby subjected to 
undue disadvantage; Jan 27, p 120. 
Chamber ‘of Commerce of Houston, 
Tex., et al vs Galveston, Harris- 
burg & San Antonio Railway Co et 


al. No 4349. Opinion No 1836 (23 
I C C Rep, p 214). Submitted March 
8, 1912. Decided April 1, 1912. The 


through rail-and-water 
and rice products from Houston to 
New York, Boston, Baltimore, Phil- 
adelphia and Providence, via Galves- 
ton, not found to be discriminatory 
as compared with the corresponding 
rates from New Orleans, Galveston 
and other Texas points, or as com- 
pared with corresponding rates on 
other commodities from Houston; 
April 27, p 832. 

Chamber of Commerce of the State of 
New York et al vs New York Central 
& Hudson River Railroad Co et al. 
No 3993. Opinion No 1916 (24 1CC 
tep, p 55). Submitted April 10, 1912. 
Decided June 4, 1912. (1) Differen- 
tials under New York on all-rail and 
lake-and-rail export shipments from 
differer:tial territory to Baltimore 
should not exceed 3 cents per 100 
pounds, and to Philadelphia shouid 
not exceed 2 cents per 100 pounds, 
on the classes and on commodities 


rates on rice 


other than _ grain. On all-rail and 
lake-and-rail export shipments of 
grain the differentials under New 


York should not exceed 1% cents per 
100 pounds to Baltimore, and 1 cent 
per 100 pounds to Philadelphia. (2) 
As to all this traffic the export rates 
to Boston should not be lower than 
to New York. 3) The differentials 
under New York from Buffalo, N. Y., 
Erie, Pa., and West Fairport, O., to 
Baltimore and Philadelphia, on ex- 
lake grain from differential territory 
for export, should not exceed two- 
tenths of 1 cent per bushel on barley 
and oats, and three-tenths of 1 cent 
per bushel on wheat, corn and rye 
(4) Differentials under New York on 
import traffic, all-rail and lake-and- 
rail, from Philadeiphia and Baltimore 
to differential territory should be no 
sreater than those which existed in 
the latter part of 1908. (5) Import 
rates from Boston should not be lower 
than from New York; June 22, p 1240. 
Chamber of Commerce of Newport 
News, Va., vs Southern Railway Co 
et al. No 2965. Opinion No 1854 (23 
IC C Rep,p 345). Submitted June 20, 
1911. Decided April 8, 1912. Under 
an arrangement between defendants 
in force for a number of years prior 
to Julv 31, 1899, Newport News and 
Norfolk, Va., took equal freight rates 
to and from common points in asso- 
ciated railways territory and in South- 
eastern Freight Association territory. 
Because of a disagreement as to divi- 
sions of the joint rates, the southern 
lines withdrew from the arrangement, 
and since that time Newport News 
rates to and from such common points 
have been on a higher basis than Nor- 
folk rates to and from the same points. 
Complainant alleges that the in- 
creased rates are unjustly discrim- 
inatory and result in undue preju- 
dice and disadvantage to Newport 
News. The southern lines do not ex- 
tend to Newport News; but, Vv 
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means of their connections with 
other defendant lines, they partici- 
pate in Newport News traffic to and 
from the South, maintain through 
routes for the movement of such 
traffic, and in effect control the rates 
applicable thereto. Upon considera- 
tion of all the facts and circum- 
stances of the case, Held (1) That 
the present rate situation is unjust- 
ly discriminatory against and un- 
duly prejudicial to Newport News. 
(2) That the southern carriers can- 
not escape responsibility for such 
discrimination merely because their 
rails do not extend to Newport 
News. (3) That Newport News is 
entitled to the same rates as Nor- 
folk to and from common points on 
defendants’ lines in the _ territories 
referred to, not within 150 miles of 
Norfolk;.May 18, p 974. 

Chattanooga Feed Co vs Alabama 
Great Southern Railroad Co. No 3417. 
Opinion No 1783 (22 I C C Rep, p 480). 
Submitted April 17, 1911. Decided 
Feb 12, 1912. tates charged by de- 
fendant for the transportation of 
grain in any quantity and hay in 
carloads and less than carloads from 
Chattanooga, Tenn., to Collinsville 
and other points in Alabama, found 
to be unreasonable, and lower rates 
prescribed for the future; March 2, 
p 395. 

Chicago, Wilmington & Vermillion Coal 
Co vs Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 
Railroad Co et al. No 4089. Opinion 
No — (23 I C C Rep. p 13). Sub- 
mitted Dec. 15, 1911. Decided Feb 
12, 1912. Upon complaint that com- 
plainant’s coal mine at Thayer, IIl., 
is the only mine excepted from_ the 
Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail- 
road’s general practice of building 
and operating mine spurs in its Illi- 
nois fields, and that this carrier also 
refuses to operate such spur after 
construction thereof by complainant 
or to grant an allowance for the 
service now rendered by complain- 
ant: Held, upon the facts of record, 
That defendant subjects complainant 
to unreasonable prejudice and dis- 
advantage, from which practice it 
should cease and desist; March 39, 
p 624 A 7 

Clyde Coal Co vs Pennsylvania Rail- 
road Co et al. No 4001. Opinion No 
1328 (23 I CGC C Rep, ——>). -Sub- 
mitted March 14, 1912. Decided Ap- 
ril 1, 1912. Present raite on coal 
from Clyde’ siding, Fredericktown, 
-a., to Ashtabula Harbor, Ohio, 
when for transhipment by vessel on 
the great lakes to points -beyond 
found to be unreasonable to the ex- 
tent that it exceeds 78 cents per net 
ton. which is the rate ordered by the 
commission, in Boileau vs P & L 
BERR Co. 22 I C C 604, to be es- 
tablished from the Pittsburgh dis- 
trict to Ashtabula Harbor. The 
southern poundary of the Pittsburgh 
district is changed to include com- 
plainant’s mine; April is, p 735. 

Cohen, Michael, & Co vs Mallory Steam- 
ship Co et al. No 4107. Opinion No 
i868 (33 I C C Rep. p 374). 
Submitted July 24, 1911. De- 
cided April 8, 1912. Rate of 95 
cents per 100 pounds on rough mar- 
ble from New York, N. Y., to San 
Francisco, Cal., not found unreason- 
able. Complaint will be dismissed 
upon proof of refund of charges found 
to have been collected in excess of 
tariff rate; May 11, p 940. 

Colonial Salt Co et al vs Michigan, In- 
diana & Illinois Line et al. No 3942. 
Opinion 1855 (23) I C C Rep, p 
358). Submitted March 7, 1912. De- 
cided April 8 1912. A boat line, 
incorporated as a common ecarrier, 
is owned and _ operated in the 
interest of a salt company; it pub- 
lishes no rates except upon salt in 
eargo lots, and it uses as terminal 
facilities the docks and warehouses 
of the salt company, by whose 
agents and employes all shipments 
must be handled; Held, That the 
boat line is a mere device to defraud 
the law and payments made to it by 
connecting rail carriers in the guise 
of divisions are rebates; May 11, p 
936. 

Colorado Coal Traffic Association vs 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Rail- 
way Co et al. No 3531. Opinion No 
Even. (22: I - ©... Rep, mpm 264). 
Sub:nitted March 28, 1911. De- 





cided Jan 8, 1912. (1) In Cedar Hill 
Coal & Coke Co vs C & S Ry Co, 17 
I C C Rep, 479, the commission es- 
tablished through routes and joint 
rates from the-coal mines in the 
Walsenburg district in Colorado to 
points on the Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe System and _ controlled 
lines to the east and south of Colo- 
rado. it excluded from its. order 
in said case 77 points in Kansas 
to which it found that there were 
already in effect satisfactory through 
routes. Neither did the order in said 
case extend to points in Texas and 
Oklahoma, as the récord did not in- 
dicate whether those points should 
be reached via the Amarillo gate- 
way or via Pueblo. (2) The present 
proceeding seeks the establishment 
of through routes to the 77 junc- 
tion points above referred to, on the 
ground that the amendment to the 
statute of June 18, 1910, makes it 
possible for the commission now to 
grant the prayer of the original pe- 
tition. Complainant asks further 
that through routes be established 
to the points in Oklahoma and Texas, 
which the former decision of the 
commission did not include. (3) 
Upon the record; Held, That com- 
plainant has not shown sufficient de- 
tails as to existing conditions at the 
77 junction points to justify the com- 
mission in requiring defendants to 
establish additional through routes 
to said points; Held, further That 
defendants should establish through 
routes and joint rates to points in 
Oklahoma and Texas from the Wal- 
senburg district in line *with the 
through routes established under the 
order in the Cedar Hill Coal & Coke 
Co case, supra; Jan 27, p 148. 


Continental Iron & Steel Co vs Louis- 


ville & Nashville Railroad Co et al. No 
1008. Opinion No 1741 (22 I C C Rep, 
281). Submitted Aug. 30, 1911. De- 
cided Jan 8, 1912. The provision in 
Southern Classification which limits 
the rating upon scrap iron does not 
require that bridge material be broken 
into pieces before it is entitled to the 
scrap iron rate. Overcharge which 
resulted from erroneous interpreta- 
tions of the rule should be refunded 
by defendants; Jan 27, p 151. 


Colorado Coal Traffic Association vs 


Denver & Rio Grande Railroad Co et 
al. No 4052. Opinion No 1876 (23 I ¢ 
C Rep, p 458). Submitted March 6, 
1912. Decided May 6, 1912. (1) Com- 
plainant assails defendants’ method 
of distributing cars for the transpor- 
tation of coal from mines in Huerfano 
and Las Animas counties, Colorado, 
to interstate points. The testimony 
shows that no definite plan which 
might have served as a guide and au- 
thority alike for shippers and opera- 
tors has been in existence in this coal 
district. The absence of such a plan 
is probably responsible for much, if 
not all, of the suspicion with which 
the distribution of cars has been re- 
garded in the past. The record fairly 
establishes that some unjust discrim- 
ination has been practiced in the dis- 
tribution to the various mines in 
question. (2) The Commission be- 
lieves it to be imperative that rules 
and regulations should be formulated 
and published by the carriers at the 
earliest practicable date after proper 
conference with the operators. If, 
after such rules and regulations have 
been given a fair trial, some or all of 
the operators feel that they do not 
meet the situation, and the carriers 
are unwilling to accede to their 
wishes, the reasonableness and justice 
of such rules and regulations may be 
brought to the attention of the Com- 
mission. The carriers defendant here- 
in will be required to publish rules 
and reguiations governing the rating 
of mines and the distribution of cars 
and to maintain records with refer- 
ence thereto in such a manner that a 
representative of the CommiSsion, or 
anyone else entitled to have access 
to information of this kind, may as- 
certain readily such ratings and dis- 
tribution. Sixty days is deemed a 
reasonable time within which to com- 
ply with these requirements; May 25, 
p 1026. 

Corporation Commission of Oklahoma 
vs Abilene & Southern Railway Co et 
al. No 3983. Opinion No 1905 (23 I C 


C Rep, p 688). Submitted Feb 10, 19 

Decided May 7, 1912. (1) Compla 

attacks all class and commodity rat 

from Oklahoma into Texas carried 

Leland’s. southwestern lines, tar 

series No 26, I C C No 831, as be 

unreasonable both per se and relat 
ly, when compared with the rates 
the first four classes from cer 

Texas jobbing points into Oklaho 

Except for these last-named r: 

which are made on the basis of 

so-called Oklahoma uniform jobl 
scale, the rates on all classes 
made on basis of the so-called star 
ard scale and apply between the stat 

of Oklahoma and Texas. The O 

homa jobbers’ scale is much Ik 

than the standard scale or that of 

Texas Commission. Upon reque 

that rates be established for appli 

tion in either direction between thx 

States upon basis of the Oklaho: 

jobbers’ scale; Held, That the press 

rates from Oklahoma into Texas 
unreasonable and unjustly discrimi: 
tory, and that, while a complete sc: 

of rates on all classes based on t 

jobbers’ scale, now applicable on 

first four classes northbound wo 

perhaps be unduly low for applicati 

between the two states, the sout 
bound rates on all classes and t 
northbound rates on all classes exce 
the first four should be reduced to 
point which in connection with a « 
responding increase in the northbo 
rates on the first four classes w 
return to the carriers substantially t 
same revenue as under the prese 
northbound and southbound rates « 
all classes. (2) In view of the ma 
considerations involved, including 
fixing of commodity rates; a pro} 
bas for the Panhandle of Texa 
where conditions differ from the co 
ditions obtaining in the remainder 
the state; arbitraries for two or mo 
line hauls; and other consideratio1 
case held open in order that the 
spective parties to tne complaint n 
submit, after conference with ea 
other, a proposed seale, in substantia 
accordance with the views herein « 
pressed, to the Commisison for 
consideration; June 15, p 1193. 

Cosby, W G, vs Richmond Transfer ‘ 
et al. No, 4091. Opinion No 
IC C Rep, 66). Submitted Oct 3, 19 
Decided Jan 15, 1912. (1) Ifa cam 
undertook to make delivery of | 
sengér baggage and to issue bagga: 
checks at residences for the rate 
fare stated in its tariffs, this wo 
be a service over which this C« 
mission would have jurisdiction 
which must in all regards heco: 
subject to the mandates and 
hibitions of the act, even though 
service in whole or in part was 
performed by the carrier itself, } 
was rendered by some agency un 
contract or otherwise. But in mere 
granting the exclusive privilege 
soliciting on its ‘trains and issui 
baggage checks at residences to o7 
baggage transfer company a car! 
does not undertake an additional s¢ 
ice to the public. The carrier’s d 
to the public as to baggage begi 
and ends in the baggage room p! 
vided by it. Baggage transfer is pri: 
Or subsequent to the transportati 
service as to which the carrier ow+ 
a duty to the public and is therefo 
outside the jurisdiction of th 
Commission. (2) No public duty 
owed by a carrier to baggage tral 
fer agents, as such, and therefo 
the Commission finds that althoug 
the exclusive privilege of solicitin: 
baggage transfer on defendants’ trai! 
is given to one transfer compan 
which is controlled by officers of dé 
fendants, yet there is no undue 4d 
crimination, since no one is given a! 
undue advantage or is subjected 
any undue or unreasonable prejudi 
as to any matter in relation to whi 
the carrier owes a duty. Mar 
p 619. 

Crescent Coal & Mining Co vs Chicag 
& Eastern Illinois Railroad Co et 
No 4185. Opinion No 1926 (24 1C 
tep. p 149). Submitted Jan. 22, 19! 
Decided June 8, 1912. Upon shipment 
of coal billed from points in Indiar 
to Nassau, Ill, defendants collect: 
the local rate from said points 
Depue; Held, That Nassau is a poi! 
beyond Depue and that defendants 
should have applied the proportiona! 
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vania Railroad Co. No 1063. Opinion 
No. 1833 (23 I C C Rep, 185). Jacoby, 
W F, and Weber, Isaac C, trading as 
W F Jacoby & Co, vs same. No 1139. 
Clark Bros Coal Mining Co vs same. 
No 1111. Minds, Jas H, and Matz, 
Julia A, trading as the Bulah Coal 
Co vs same. No 1136. Minds, James 
H., surviving and liquidating partner 
of James H Minds and William J 
Matz, lately trading as the Bulah Coal 
Co vs same. No 1137. Hillsdale Coal 
& Coke Co vs Pennsylvania Railroad 
Co. No 1063. Jacoby, W F, and 
Weber, Isaac C, trading as W F Ja- 
coby & Co vs same. No 1139. Clark 
Bros Coal Mining Co vs same. No 
1111. Minds, James H, and Matz, 
Julia A, trading as the Bulah Coal 
Co vs same. No 1136. Minds, James 
H, surviving and liquidating partner 
ot James H Minds and William J 
Matz, lately trading as the Buiah 
Coal Co vs same. No 1137. Sub- 
mitted April 20, 1911. Decided March 
11, 1912. Reparation awarded for 
damages resulting from discrimina- 
tions practiced by the defendant in 
the distribution of coal cars; p $821. 

Holland Blow Stave Co vs Atlanti 
Coast Line Railroad Co et al. No 
3694. Opinion No 1918 (24 1 C C Rep, 
p 81). Submitted June 12, 1911. De- 
cided June 6, 1912. Complainant 
makes a general attack on the Car- 
load rates on barrel staves and head- 
ings from Decatur, Ala., and alleges 
that the present adjustment is unduly 
prejudicial to complainant and unduly 
preferential to its competitors at 
Memphis, Tenn. Held: (1) That to 
southeastern markets the revision pro” 
posed by the Louisville & Nashville 
Railroad should be made. (2) That 
to western markets the present ad- 
justment is unduly discriminatory to 
the extent that the Decatur rates 
exceed by more than 4 cents the rates 
from Memphis. (3) That to central 
markets the record does not justify a 
finding that the present adjustment 
unduly discriminates against Decatur 
in favor of Memphis. (4) That to 
gulf markets, New Orleans, La., and 
Gulfport, Miss., the rate of 15 cents 
from Decatur appears to be too high 
by comparison with the charges re- 
ceived by the Louisville & Nashville 
on the Memphis traffic for trans- 
portation from Memphis and frqm 
Birmingham. This goes, however, to 
the reasonableness of the rate and 
we cannot reach any conclusion with 
respect thereto because the complaint 
eannot be construed as attacking the 
reasonableness per se of the rates in 
question; June 29, p 1318. 

Houston Packing Co vs Texas & New 
Orleans Railroad Co et al. No 377 
Opinion No 1775 (22 I C C Rep, —»). 
Submitted Feb 20, 1911. Decided Feb 
3, 1912. (1) Rates of 32 cents per 
100 pounds on packing-house products 
and 35 cents per 100 pounds on fresh 
meats in carloads from Houston, Tex., 
to Lake Charles, La., found unreason- 
able so far as they exceed, respect- 
ively, 20 cents ang 25 cents per 100 
pounds. (2) Rates of 36 cents per 
100 pounds on packing-house products 
and 40 cents per 100 pounds on fresh 
meat in carloads from Houston, Tex., 
to New Orleans, La., not found un- 
reasonable: March 2, p 382. 

Houston, Tex., vs Galveston, Harrisburg 
& San Antonio. (See Chamber of 
Commerce, p 832.) 

Humboldt Refining Co vs Missouri, 
Kansas & Texas Railway Co et al. 
No 4028. Opinion No 1757 (22 ICC 
Rep, —). Submitted July 24, 1911. 
Decided Feb 5, 1912. Rate of 36 cents 
per 100 pounds for the transportation 
of crude petroleum oil in tank cars 
from Sapulpa, Okla., to Humboldt, 
Kan., found to have been unreason- 

Reparation awarded; Feb 24, p 


tral Railroad Co et al. No 4260. 
Opinion No 1888 (23 I C C Rep, 507). 
Submitted Dec 14, 1911. Decided May 
7, 1912. Rate of 24 cents per 100 
pounds for the transportation of wheat 
in carloads from Clinton, Ky., to Hunt- 
ingdon, Tenn., found to have been un- 
reasonable to the extent that it ex- 
ceeded 19 cents. Reparation awarded 
and reasonable rate prescribed for 
the future; June 8, p 1158. 

& S Docket No 11. Opinion No 1853 
(23 I C C Rep, p 277). Submitted 
April 15, 1911. Decided April 23, 


1912. The common ownership of an 
industry and a short line serving it 
is not in itself sufficient to divest the 
railroad of its status as a common 
carrier. On the other hand, the fact 
that the rails, locomotives and cars 
of an industry have been turned over 
to an incorporated railroad company 
owned and operated by the industry, 
or in its interest, does not divest 
those appliances of their character as 
a plant facility if such in fact is the 
case. A line must be drawn at some 
point between what is transportation 
and what is industry, and between a 
facility of transportation and a plant 
facility or tool of the industry. Each 
case, however, must stand on its own 
facts. On the facts shown of rec- 
ord; Held, That the service performed 
for the proprietary lumber companies 
by certain tap lines described on the 
report is not a service of transporta- 
tion by a common carrier. May 4, p 
870. 

& S Docket No 11. 
(23 I C C Rep, p 549). Decided May 
14, 1912. Following the original re- 
port herein, ante, page 277, the re- 
maining tap lines shown of record are 
considered and conclusions announced. 
Comments are also made respecting 
certain irregularities and defects in 
practices and tariffs. June 8, p 1100. 
reland & Rollings vs St Louis & San 
Francisco Railroad Co. No 4279. 
Opinion No. 1803 (22 I C C Ren. p 599). 
Submitted Oct. 11, 1911. Decided 
March 4, 1912. Rates from Fort Scott, 
Kan., to Memphis, Tenn., and Lawton, 
Okla., for the transportation of count- 
ers and shelving in carloads found to 
have been unreasonable to the extent 
that they exceeded the rates applica- 
ble to the transportation of store fur- 
niture. Reparation awarded. March 
23, p 563. 

Indianapolis Freight Bureau vs. Cleve- 
land, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis 
tailway Co. et al, on Rehearing. No 
4513. Railroad Commission of Indi- 
ana vs. Wabash Railroad Co etal. No 
1042. Opinion No 1834 (23 I C C Rep, 
p 195). Submitted March 13, 1912. De- 
cided April 8, 1912. These complaints 
attack the rates from Indianapolis and 
other Indiana cities to the Missouri 
River as unreasonable and as unjustly 
discriminatory against the Indiana 
cities and in favor of Chicago. Cen- 
clusions and decisions in Investigation 
& Suspension Docket No 24 and War- 
nock Co. vs. C. & N. W. Ry., 21 I 
C’C, p 546, and former conclusions in 
Indianapolis Freight Bureau vs C., 
S. ©. & Bt ts Res i CC, p SS 
adhered to, and complaints dismissed. 
April 27, p 825. 


Opinion No 1898 


International Agricultural Corporation vs 


Louisville & Nashville Railroad Co et 
al. No 3920. Opinion No 1785 (22 
I C C Rep, 488). Submitted Jan 10, 
1912. Decided Feb 5, 1912. Present 
rates for the transportation of sul- 
phurie acid in carloads from Copper- 
hill, Tenn., to certain points in North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia and 
Florida, found to be unreasonable. 
and lower maximum rates prescribed 
for the future. Reparation awarded; 
March 2, p 401. 

In the matter of the investigation and 
suspension of advances in rates by 
earriers for the transportation of bar- 
ley, bran and wheat. Docket No 49. 
Opinion No 1723 (22 I C C Rep p 216). 
Maricopa County Commercial Club vs 
Santa Fe, Prescott & Phoenix Rail- 
way Co et al. No 1794. Submitted 
Nov 14, 1911. Decided Jan 9, 1912. 
Advanced rates on barley, bran and 
wheat from Phoenix, Ariz., and nearby 
points to various other points in 
Arizona found to be unreasonable. 
New rates prescribed; Jan 27, p 137. 

In the matter of the investigation and 
suspension of advances in class rates 
by carriers. Docket No 54. Opinion 
No 1750. Submitted Oct 16, 1911. De- 
cided Feb 5, 1912. Proposed increased 
class rates from St. Paul, Minneapolis 
and Duluth to Buffalo, Pittsburgh 
and other points in Central Freight 
Association territory not shown to be 
reasonable; Feb 17, p 282. 

In the matter of the investigation and 
suspension of advances in rates by 
carriers for the transportation of bitu- 
minous coal and coal briquets, car- 
loads. Dockets Nos 52 and 652A. 
Opinion. No 1751 (22 I C C Rep, 

—). Elmore-Benjamin Coal Co 
vs Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & 





St Louis Railway Co et al. No. 4415. 
Submitted Jan 6, 1912. Decided Feb 
5, 1912. In Dec, 1910, by permission 
of the Illinois railroad and warehouse 
commission, the carriers engaged 

transporting bituminous coal to C 

cago from the fields in Willian 

and Franklin counties, Illinois, 
creased their rate 7 cents per 

At the same time a similar adva 

was permitted by, the Interstate ( 

merce Commission in the rate to « 
cago from the adjacent, or Harris 
field in Saline County, Illinois; 
movement from this district bein: 
terstate. On June 22, 1911, this 
vance was applied to the joint ra 

Milwaukee. Under this adjust 

the rate from Williamson and F 

lin counties continued to be 3 

per ton higher than the rate 

Saline county. Effective in July, 

defendants attempted to equalize 1 

rates by increasing the latter 3 c 

but the proposed advance was 

pended by order of this Commis 

Complaints were filed attacking | 

the actual and proposed advar 

from the Harrisburg field to Chi 

and points beyond, particularly to M 

waukee. After full hearing and 

vestigation, Held, (a) That the 
vance of 7 cents per ton is not fo 

to be unreasonable or unjustly d 

criminatory, nor to subject the H 

risburg field, Milwaukee, or 

traffic in question to any undue 
unreasonable preference or dis 

vantage; (b) that the defendants h 

sustained the burden of proving 

propriety of the proposed advancs 

3 cents per ton. Orders will be 
sued dismissing the complaint and 
cating the orders of suspension; | 
24, p 310. 

In the Matter of the Investigation 
Suspension of Advances in Rates 
the Transportation of Coal by 
Chesapeake & Ohio Railway Co, B 
timore & Ohio Railroad Co, Norf 
& Western Railway Co, the Kanay 
& Michigan Railway Co and T 
Connections. Docket Nos 26, 26 
26-B and 26-C. Opinion No 1806 
I C C Rep, p 604). Submitted Jan 
1912. Decided March 11, 1912. 
From Nov, 1910, to March, 1911, de- 
fendants filed with the Commiss 
tariffs advancing their rates upon lake 
coal, which is coal originating in e 
West Virginia coal fields and moves 
during the season of open navigation 
on the Great Lakes to various ports 
on Lake Erie for transshipment b\ 
vessel beyond. Shippers protested 
that the proposed rates were unrea- 
sonable, and they were suspended 
pending investigation. (2) It appears 
that the Chesapeake & Ohio, Kana- 
wha & Michigan and Baltimore & 
Ohio made no showing which justifies 
the Commission in holding that 
increased rates are just and reason- 
able; Held, That these three defend- 
ants may not impose upon the traffi 
concerned higher rates than those 
effect on Jan 1, 1910. (3) As to 
Norfolk & Western, the Commissi 
is persuaded that the imposition 
the increased rates here involved w 
not impose an unjust and unreason- 
able charge for the _ transportat 
service involved: March 23, p 53 

In_ the Matter of the Investigation 
Suspension of Advances in Rates 
Carriers for the Transportation 
Soft Coal from Illinois Mines to St 
tions on the St. Louis & Hann 
Railway. Docket No 75. Oninion 
1893 (23 I C C Rep, p 518). Submit 
April 11, 1912. Decided May 7, 
Through routes and joint throu 
rates established for the transport 
tion over defendants’ lines of 
coal in carloads from certain points 
in Illinois to destinations in Mis- 
souri; June 8, p 1154. 

In the Matter of the Investigation 
Suspension of Advances ‘n Rates 
Carriers for the Transportation 
Cotton and Cotton Linters. Doc! 
Nos 65, 65-A and 65-B. Opinion N 
1866 (23 I C C Rep, p 404). S 
mitted April 18, 1912. Decided 1! 

6, 1912. Rates on cotton from T 
producing points are and for s 
time have been the same to New 
leans and to Texas ports. Upon c 
plaint to the Texas commission 

this traffic was being diverted f1 
Texas ports to New Orleans, 

Texas commission proposed to red 
the rates to the Texas ports if the 
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Rep, p 160). Submitted November 8, used in its common carrier opera- coercion by the carriers. June 1, ; 
1911. Decided December 11, 1911. tions, but not located in the state 1063. 
Upon consideration of the facts and wherein it was incorporated as a In the Matter of the Investigation of 
circumstances disclosed by the record common carrier, does not release that Alleged Unreasonable Rates and Pra-- 
in this case, Held: (1) That defend- property from -the obligations of a tices Involved in the Transportati 
ants’ present rates upon live stock common carrier. (8) Certain pipe- of Wool, Hides and Pelts from i - 
from points in New Mexico, Texas and line companies ordered to file with ous Western Points of Origin to Hast 
Oklahoma to Fort Worth, Tex., Okla- this Commission schedules of their ern Destinations. No, 4074. Opin 
soma City, Okla., and Wichita, Kan., rates and charges. June 15, p 1200. No 1830 (23 I C C Rep, p —). Re 
are unreasonable to the extent that In the Matter of the Investigation and road Commission of Oregon vs Oreg 
they exceed the rates prescribed in Suspension of Advances in Rates by Railroad & Navigation Co et al. 
this report. 2) That defendants’ Carriers for the Transportation of 2634. National Wool Growers’ As 
present rates upon fresh meat and Staves and Other Articles. [ & S ciation vs Oregon Short Line R 
packing-house products from Fort Docket No 59. Opinion No 1860. Sub- road Co et al. No 3939. Submi 
Worth, Oklahoma City and Wichita mitted Jan. 17, 1912. Decided March Jan. 17, 1912. Decided March 21, 1 
to various points are unreasonable 5, 1912. An increase in the rates on (1) Defendant’s rates for the tri 
to the extent that they exceed the staves, hoops and heading from vari- portation of wool from the far W 
rates prescribed in this report. (3) ous stations on the line of the St. to eastern points found unreasona 
That as the record contains nothing Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern and reasonable rates prescribed 
which indicates clearly the points to Railway in Arkansas and southern the future. (2) The blanket syst 
which the rates on tankage are de- Missouri to certain points on the At- of making rates on wool from 
sired, nor the nature of the complaint chafalaya River and Bayou Teche in West to eastern points should 
against the rates now in effect, no Louisiana not shown by the defend- broken up and graded rates est 
opinion upon that point is at this ants to have been justified, and in- lished. (3) A lower rate on woo! 
time expressed. (4) That, for rea- crease held to be unreasonable. May bales should be established than 
sons expressed in the report, no opin- 25, p 1024. wool in sacks from these far west: 
ion is given upon the rates on hides In the Matter of Rates, Rules, Regula- points to the East. (4) Wool sho 
involved in this case. (5) That de- tions and Practices of, Absorptions be classified under the Western Cla 
fendants’ present rate on salt from Made by and Provided for in Tariffs sification as second class in less th 
the Kansas field to Oklahoma City is of the Louisiana Railway & Naviga- carloads and fourth class in carloa 
unreasonable to the extent that it ex- tion Co. With Respect to the Trans- with minimum carload weight of 24 
ceeds the rate prescribed in this re- portation of Sugar. No 4193. Opin- 000 pounds in a standard 36-foot c 
port. Jan. 6, p 3. ion No 1795 (22 I C C Rep, p 558). (5) Transit privileges should be 
the Matter of the Investigation and Submitted March 1, 1912. Decided lowed on these shipments of wool at 
Suspension of Advances in Rates by March 4, 1912. (1) Defendant has on intermediate points under certain r: 
Carriers for the Transportation of file a “local import tariff’? applying strictions. (6) Fourth section app 
Fresh Meats and Packing-house Prod- on sugar “imported from foreign coun- cations as to transportation of w 
ucts from Wichita, Kan., to Points in tries and from United States insular from the West to the East considere: 
Louisiana and Between Other Points. possessions received through New Or- and relief from operation of that s¢« 
I & S Docket No 93. Opinion No 1899 leans or Port Chalmette, La.,”’ to tion granted in certain cases. (7) No 
23 I C C Rep, p 652). Submitted Gramercy, La. The rail haul from order establishing these rates will 
April 23, 1912. Decided May 13, 1912. New Orleans or Port Chalmette io made at the present time, but c: 
In a prior decision the Commission Gramercy is wholly within the state of riers will be given until May 1 ne 
approved mileage rates on fresh meats Louisiana. When the sugar is being in which to check in rates in substa1 
and packing-house products from loaded into vessel at foreign port, the tial accord with this report. Ap 
Wichita, Oklahoma City and Fort New Orleans agent of the Gramercy 20, p 770. 
Worth to various points, including refinery is notified and he notifies In the Matter of Import Rates. No 
points in Arkansas and Louisiana, and agent of the railroad to prepare for 3780. Opinion No 1917 (241 CC Re] 
the carriers proceeded to file such its prompt movement to Gramercy. p 78). Submitted April 10, 1912. Des 
schedules, but before they became ef- He pays the customs charges and re- cided June 4, 1912. For reasons giv 
fective protests were made and the ceives an order from the customs offi- in Chamber of Commerce case, an 
schedules suspended. It appears that cer for the steamer to deliver the sugar page 55, Philadelphia and Baltimor tion 
in many cases the mileage scale ad- to him. He turns that order over to allowed certain differentials und are | 
vanced the rates from Wichita, Okla- the agent of the railroad, and the New York on import traffic, but h« cise 
homa City and Fort Worth to points railroad thereupon loads the sugar that the import rates from Bost: tion 
in Arkansas and Louisiana, and placed into its cars at the wharves, has it should be the same as from New ; arr 
such cities at substantial disadvan- switched to its terminal, and trans- York; June 22, p 1249. : able 
tage as compared with Kansas City ports it to Gramercy; Held, That the In the Matter of the Investigation and at 5 
and St. Louis; Held, That such mile- rail transportation is subject to the Suspension of Advances in Rates b Port 
age rates, or any subsequent modi- federal act. (2) On complaint that Carriers for the Transportation of exis 
fication thereof, should be applied to the rail carrier is transporting this Apples in Carloads. I & S Docket poin 
points in Arkansas and Louisiana from sugar at less than the cost of the Nos 67, 67-A, 67-B, 67-C, 67-D and : thi 
St. Louis, Kansas City, Wichita, Ok- service and thereby effecting dis- 67-E. Opinion No 1912 (24 I C C Rey Sout 
lahoma City and Fort Worth by crimination against sugar refinery at p 38). Submitted May~11, 1912. De Und: 
proper tariffs, effective not later than New Orleans; Held, That under the cided June 4, 1912. Proposed increased Sect 
July 1, 1912. Upon filing of such tar- tariff as amended subsequently to the rates on apples from southwester 
iffs the order of suspension will be institution of the inquiry the service Missouri River points to Minneapo! claci 
vacated, June 8, p 1150. is not performed at less than cost St. Paul and points in that territo Poin 
In the Matter of Pine Lines. No 4199. and that the practice does not effect caused by the proposed cancelati No 3 
Opinion No 1907 (24 I C C Rep, p 1). undue discrimination March 23, p ep, 


: 23, of commodity rates and the applic: R 
Submitted May 10 1912. Decided 525. tion of fifth-class rates, not found Deci 
June 3, 1912. (1) The Act to regu- In the Matter of the Application and be unreasonable or unjustly discrimi: ern 

late commerce impresses the obliga- Use of Mileage, Excursion and Com- atory. Order of suspension vacaté« to ex 
tions of a common carrier upon a pipe mutation Tickets for Through Trans- June 29, p 1326. No J 
line engaged in the transportation of portation in Connection With_ Other In the Matter of the Investigation ar tha} 
oil in interstate commerce, even Lawfully Established Fares. Opinion Suspension of Advances in Rates b Fran 
though such pipe line was built over No 1822. Decided March 11, 1912. Carriers for the ‘Transportation Cal 

its privately acquired right-of-way, April 13, p 737. Soft Coal. I & S Dockets Nos 60 and 5 *» 


ing 


and. transports only its own oil. (2) In the Matter of Wharfage Charges of 60-A. Opinion No 1913 (24 I C eal 
Such traffic is not divested of its in- the Galveston Wharf Co., at Galves- Rep, p 43). Submitted May 3, 191 to 
terstate character by placing the own- ton, Tex. Investigation and Suspen- Decided June 4, 1912. Defendants ville, 
ership of the pipe line in a different sion Docket No. 44. In the Matter canceled joint rates on soft coal fro well’ 
corporation in each state through of the Investigation and Suspension Springfield and southern Illinois mines Port 
which the transportation passes, and of I C C No 2 filed by the Galveston to stations on the Missouri Pacit ae 

by transferring title to the oil to each Wharf Co. Investigation and Suspen- Railway in Kansas and Nebrask nate 
of such corporations contemporane- sion Docket No 53. In the Matter of leaving to apply combinations of i: Can c 
ously with the entrance of the oil Loading and Unloading Charges at termediate rates which resulted om) 
into the pipes of that corporation at Galveston, Tex. No. 4033. Opinion higher charges; Held, That the ir not . 
the state line. (3) Effect of a Kan- No 1897. Submitted March 9, 1912. creased rates have not been show! sente 
sas statute as to making pipe lines Decided May 13, 1912. (1) Order sus- to be reasonable and that the bas > as 

common carriers not considered, as pending a tariff of the Galveston in effect prior to the proposed chan Om 
the federal jurisdiction depends upon Wharf Co increasing its charges on should be restored; June 29, p 132 Day 

federal acts. If the federal act is traffic moving over its piers made In the Matter of Applications’ for Ré ire € 
ineffective, a similar statute of an in- permanent, and the petition of the lief From the Operation of the Four the a 
dividual state is of no avail. (4) The Texas City Terminal Co for increased Section in Regard to Certain Rates oun 
utilization by a pipe line of the right- divisions denied. The trunk-line car- on Salt. Fourth Section Applications than 
of-way of a common carrier railroad riers ordered to correct discrimina- Nos 1870, 2045, 2471 and 4218. Op itio’ 
does not impress upon that pipe line tions in the allowances made out of ion No 1934 (24 I C C Rep, p 19 Willa 
the obligations of a common carrier. the rate to the two companies. (2) Submitted May 24, 1912. Decided Ji oune 
(5) A pipe line is not impressed with A commission of 1% cents a bale paid 5, 1912. Permission is denied to t applic 
the obligations of a common carrier by the terminal line to a broker for direct line to maintain a higher i: Porth 
merely because, by arrangement with routife cotton for export through the termediate charge for its transport River 
the abutting owner, it uses a public port of Texas City is an unlawful tion of salt in violation of the fou: from 
highway for right-of-way purposes. concession from the rate.- A subsidy section, but where the direct line « to po 
(6) The transportation by the New paid to certain ocean carriers to en- serves the fourth section, a comp: Port: 
York Transit Co in New Jersey and able them to offer shippers a lower ing line, whose mileage exceeds tht ocals 
by the National Transit Co in New ocean rate from 'rexas City than from of the direct line by not less than |» atio1 
Jersey and Maryland, prior to Nov. 1, Galveston operates as a rebate and per cent, is permitted to meet t nter? 
1905, was transportation by these cor- is unlawful. (3) Free wharfage is a rate of the direct line without red that 

porations as common carriers. (7) legitimate means of making a _ port ing its present intermediate char: ‘re fi 
The transfer by a common carrier attractive to ocean lines, and the June 29, p 1334. that 

pipe line to a private corporation of a Texas City interests in pursuing that In the Matter of the Investigation than 

portion of its property theretofore policy will be protected against any Suspension of Advances in Rates rates. 
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Carriers for the Transportation of 
Fruits and Vegetables Under Refrig- 
eration from Stations on the West- 
ern Maryland Railway to Various In- 
terstate Points. I & S Docket No 91. 
Opinion No 1920 (24 I C C Rep, p 164). 
Submitted May 24, 1912. Decided June 
8, 1912. Proposed advance in rates 
for the refrigeration of fruits and 
vegetables from shipping points on the 
Western Maryland Railway to vari- 
ous eastern destinations, including 
Washington, D. C., New York City 
and points in the states of Maryland, 
Delaware, New Jersey, Pennsylvania 
and West Virginia, not found to be 
justified, and rates directed to be can- 
celed. Other rates to the west and 
south, contained in the same tariff, 
against which no protest is made, al- 
owed to become effective without any 
specific finding as to the reasonable- 
ness thereof; June 29, p 1337. 

the Matter of the Application of 
Southern Pacific Co for Relief Under 
the Provisions of the Fourth Section 
With Respect to Traffic Moving Be- 
tween Portland and San Francisco 
nd Other San Francisco Bay Points. 
Fourth Section Application Docket No 
243. Opinion No 1911. Submitted 
May 6, 1912. Decided June 6, 1912. 
Upon application for modification of 
the conclusions of the original report 
erein, Held, that: (1) The carrier 
has not justified the application of 
the same rates from other points 
upon San Francisco Bay and points 
nland to Portland as are extended 
from San Francisco to Portland. (2) 
The carrier has justified the appli- 
cation of higher rates southbound 
from Portland to points inland than to 
San Francisco. (3) The carrier has 
not justified the application of higher 
rates to points on the Willamette 
River on traffic northbound from San 
Franeisco than are applied on traffic 
southbound from Portland to points 
on the Sacramento River. (4) The 
irrier has not: justified the applica- 
tion of rates from San Francisco that 
are higher to points between San Fran- 
cisco and Portland than the combina- 
tion of locals on Portland. (5) The 
arrier has not justified the reason- 
ibleness of the higher rates existing 
at pointss between San Francisco and 
Portland or the discrimination now 


existing against such intermediate 
points; June 22, p 1254. 
the Matter of the Application of 


Southern Pacific Company for Relief 
Under the Provisions of the Fourth 
Section with Respect to Traffic Mov- 
ing Between Portland and San Fran- 
cisco and Other San Francisco Bay 
Points. Long and Short Haul Docket 
No 1243. Opinion No 1758 (22 ICC 
Rep, p —). Submitted Jan 16, 1912. 
Decided Feb 5, 1912. (1) The South- 
ern Pacific Co petitions for authority 
to continue all rates in its local tariff 
No 161, which contains class rates for 
he transportation of traffic from San 
Francisco, Sacramento and Marysville, 
Cal., and points grouped therewith, to 
Portland, Ore., and intermediate 
points; and also rates from Portland 
to San Francisco, Sacramento, Marys- 
ville, and points grouped therewith, as 
well as rates from points south of 
Portland in Oregon to stations desig- 
nated in California; but in view of 
the condition shown in the record, the 
Commission finds that defendant has 
not justified the rate situation pre- 
sented in its tariff in these respects: 
(a) The application of the same rates 
from other points upon San Francisco 
Bay and points inland to Portland as 
ire extended from San Francisco; (b) 
the application of higher rates south- 
bound from Portland to points inland 
than to San Francisco; (c) the appli- 
ition of higher rates to points on the 


Willamette River on traffic north- 
ound from San Francisco than are 
ipplied on traffic southbound from 






irtland to points on the Sacramento 
River; (d) the application of rates 
from San Francisco that are higher 

points between San Francisco and 
Portland than the combination of 
ocals on Portland: and (e) the appli- 
ation of unréasonably higher rates at 
ntermediate points. (2) It appears 
that the San Francisco-Portland rates 
ire forced by water competition, and 
that they are in part at least less 
than normal. fair, and § reasonable 
rates. (3) Contention of defendant 


Johnson 


Kansas 


Kansas 


Kennedy, M. A.. & Co vs St 
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that it is neither the duty of this 
Commission, nor was it contemplated 
by Congress, that the Commission 
should give consideration to inter- 
mediate rates, where justification was 
shown by the existence of water com- 
petition at the more distant point for 
lower rates than to the nearer points, 
not sustained. (4) A railroad is jus- 
tified under the law in discriminating 
in favor of one city as against an- 
other if they are so differently cir- 
cumstanced that at one point trans- 
portation forces are brought into play 
which are not or can not be exercised 
at another point; but a carrier is not 
justified in deliberately adopting a 
policy of preference toward one city 
as against another. Only the prefer- 
ence or advantage that is due is jus- 
tifiable, and that advantage which is 
bestowed upon.a city by the mere 
policy of the carrier and not by rea- 
sen of actual difference in condition is 
undue. (5) Instead of denying the 
application of defendant, the Commis- 
sion gives permission for it to make a 
further showing under its application 
in acocrdance with the views herein 
expressed as to the requirements of 
the law; Feb 24, p 317. 

Edwin D vs Minneapolis, St 
Paul & Sault Ste. Marie Railway Co. 
No 3746. Opinion No 1732 (22 1.1C Cc 
Rep, p 255). Submitted March 15, 1911. 
Decided Jan 8, 1912. Upon the facts 
appearing of record, the rate com- 
plained of in this petition covers a 
service performed wholly within the 
state of Wisconsin, and therefore is 
not subject to the act to regulate 
commerce. Complainant’s remedy, if 
any, is by petition to the proper au- 
thority of the state of Wisconsin; Jan 
27, p 144. 


Jouannet, Alfred, vs Atlantic Coast Line 


Railroad Co et al. No 3131. 
No 1862 (23 IC C Rep, p 392). Submit- 
ted Jan 12, 1912. Decided May 6, 
1912. The carload rate of 42 cents 
and less-than-carload rate of 46 cents 
on vegetables, n o s, from Charleston. 
S. C., to New York City now in effect 
in place of the any-quantity rate of 
45 cents in effect when this complaint 
was filed, for packages holding. 1% 
bushels, not found to be unreasona- 
ble; May 18, p 982. 

Board of R R Commissioners, 
ete. (See Board of R R Commis- 
sioners, p 324.) 

City, Mo., and Kansas City, 
Kan., vs Kansas City Viaduct & Ter- 
minal Railway Co et al. No 4553. 
Opinion No 1909 (24 I C C Rep, p 22). 
Submitted May 9. 1912. Decided June 
3, 1912. Complainants seek an order 
requiring the establishment, or res- 
toration, of routing for certain inter- 
state electric passenger cars over a 
viaduct that is owned by a company 
that is not and never has been a car- 
rier subject to the act: Held, That 
the Commission has no jurisdiction of 
the company owning the viaduct, and 
no power to order the present routing 
changed as prayed: June 15. p 1190. 


Opinion 


Kansas Citv Transportation Bureau vs 


A T&S F. (See Minneapolis Traffic 
Assn, etc, p 1017.) 

Louis 
Southwestern Railway Co et al. No 
3954. Opinion No 1739 (22 I C C Rep, 
p 277). Submitted June 12, 1911. De- 
cided Jan 8. 1912. The principal de- 
fendant filed and posted a tariff nam- 
ing a rate of 34 cents per 100 pounds 
on apples from St. Louis, Mo., to Mon- 
roe, La., in which the delivering line 
was not named as participant. An- 
other joint tariff in which all the car- 
riers were named and had concurred 
named a rate of 49 cents. Held, That 
the lawful rate was 40 cents, and 
same not being shown to have been 
unreasonable, and complainant hav- 
ing suffered no damage, the complaint 
must be dismissed: Jan.27. ov 154. 


Kilburn Mills vs New York New Haven 


& Hartford Railroad Co. No 23414. 
Opinion No 1688 (22 I C C Rep, p 21). 
Submitted June 24, 1911. Decided Nov 
6, 1911. Storage charges were col- 
lected at New Bedford, Mass., on cot- 
ton shipped from Vicksburg, Miss., 
but it appears that the marks on the 
cotton had been so obliterated that the 
property could not be identified: Held, 
That storage charges cannot begin to 
accrue until the freight has been ten- 


Lamb, McGregor & Co vs 


Lindsay 


Lord & 


dered to the consignee under such 
circumstances that he is legally 
obliged to receive and remove the 


freight, Reparation awarded; Jan 20, 
91. 
Kleibacker, Fred R., vs Louisville & 


Nashville Railroad Co et al. No 3872. 
Opinion No 1768 (22 I C C Rep, ——). 
Submitted Oct 14, 1911. Decided Feb 
5, 1912. Upon complaint of alleged 
unreasonableness of rule 15 of Official 
Classification; Held, That the present 
record, involving merely a claim for 
reparation on a specific shipment, is 
insufficient to base a finding as to the 
reasonableness of a rule of such wide- 
spread application and importance; 
Feb 24, p 343. 

Chicago & 
Northwestern Railway Co et al. No 
3911. Opinion No 1752 (22 1 C C Rep, 
——). Submitted May 24, 1911. De- 
cided Feb 5, 1912. (1) A mixed car- 
load shipment of wheat and flaxseed 


from Esmond, 8. D., to. Minneapolis, 
Minn., found to have been over- 
charged. (2) The law contemplates 


that an award of reparation shall be 
made to the person actually damaged. 
The complainant in this case having 
suffered no injury and having no legal 
interest in the amount of overcharge, 
the Commission can make no award 
of reparation. Complaint dismissed; 
Feb 24, p 306. 


Leggett & Platt Spring: Bed & Manu- 


facturing Co vs Missouri Pacific Rail- 
way Co. et al. No. 3383. Opinion No 
1789 (22 I C C Rep, p 513). Submitted 
March 15, 1911. Decided Feb. 12, 1912. 
Rate of 33 cents per 100 pounds for 
transportation of plain wire in car- 
loadg from Waukegan, IIl., to Carth- 
age, Mo., found to be unduly preju- 
dicial; March 9, p 442. 


Liberty Mills vs Louisville & Nashville 


Railroad Co et al. No 3909. Opinion 
No 1832 (23 I C C Rep, p —). Sub- 
mitted Dec. 7, 1911. Decided April 1, 
1912. As provided in the tariffs of the 
defendants, charges on certain ship- 
ments of grain products were as- 
sessed at the rates in effect when the 
shipments moved from the milling 
point and not at: the rates in effect 
when the grain tmieved from point of 
origin. Reparation denied on the facts 
of the case; April 20, p 782. 
Brothers vs Lake Shore & 
Michigan Southern Railway Co et al. 
No 3699. Opinion No 1790 (22 IC C 
Rep, p 516). Submitted May 12, 1911. 
Decided Jan. 8, 1912. (1) Joint rate 
of 23% cents per. 100 pounds on ve- 
hicles in carloads from Elkhart, Ind., 
to Milwaukee, Wis., found unreason- 
able in so far as it exceeds 18% cents 
per 100 pounds. Reparation awarded. 
(2) Carriers required to amend their 
tariffs so as to contain a rule pro- 
viding that when carrier is unable 
to furnish a car of large dimensions 
ordered by shipper, two smaller cars 
may be furnished and used on the 
basis of the minimum fixed for the 
car ordered; March 9, p 441. 
Bushnell Co vs Mississippi 
Central Railroad Co et al. No. 3361. 
Opinion No 1778 (22 I C C Rep, p 463). 
Submitted June 28, 1911. Decided 
Feb. 12, 1912. Where more than one 
route is available for forwarding a 
Shipment, it is the duty of the car- 
‘Fier, in the absence of routing in- 
structions, to forward it by the route 
taking the lowest rate. Reparation 
awarded; March 2, p 403. 


Louisiana Railroad Commission vs St. 


Louis 8S. (See Meredith, etc, 
p 599.) 
Ludowici-Celadon Co vs Missouri Pa- 
cific Railway Co et al. No. 4288. 


Opinion No 1802 (22 I C C Rep, p 588). 
Submitted Jan. 31, 1912. Decided 
March 4, 1912. Consignor specified a 
route in bill of lading and also desig- 
nated a rate therein not applicable to 
the route named; Held, That initial 
carrier, having failed to obtain further 
and definite instructions before for- 
warding, is liable for damages re- 
sulting from misrouting. Reparation 
awarded. March 23, p 558. 

Marian Coal Co vs Delaware, Lacka- 
wanna & Western Railroad Co. No 
3592. Opinion No 1925 (24 IC C Rep, 
p 140). Submitted May 16, 1912. De- 
cided June 8, 1912. Upon complaint 
attacking defendant’s rates on ar- 
thracite coal from the Lackawanna 
(Wyoming) coal region of Pennsyl- 
vania to tidewater, Held: (1) That 
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the rates of defendant per long ton 
on anthracite coal in carloads from 
Taylor, Pa., to Hoboken, N. J., or 
New York Lighterage Station, N.° J. 
(f. o. b. vessel), of $1.58 on prepared 
sizes, $1.43 on pea and $1.28 on buck- 
wheat, are excessive and unreason- 
able in and to the extent that they 
exceed $1.33 on prepared sizes, $1.24 
on pea and $1.09 on buckwheat, and 
that for the future the latter rates 
must not be exceeded for such move- 
ment. (2) That the complainant is 
entitled to reparation upon basis of 
the rates herein found reasonable as 
applied to such of the shipments em- 
braced in its claim as were delivered 
within the statutory period of two 
years prior to the date of filing com- 
plaint. No conclusion as to the 
amount of the award will be given 
at this time and this question will 
be held in abeyance for determina- 
tion in a supplemental report; June 
29, p 1294. 

Maricopa County Commercial Club vs 
Phoenix & Eastern Railroad Co et al. 
No 1795. Opinion No 1724 (22 IC C 
Rep, 218). Same vs Southern Pacific 
Co et al. No. 1830. Submitted Dec. 
29, 1911. Decided Jan. 9, 1912. Rates 
on condensed milk from Creamery, 
Ariz., to mamed points on the 
Santa Fe System found to be un- 
reasonable, and new carload and less- 
than-carload rates established for the 
future. Rate of 55 cents on condensed 
milk from Creamery, Ariz., to Los 
Angeles, Cal., found not to be un- 
reasonable. Jan. 27, p 135. 


Maricopa County Commercial Club vs 
Phoenix & Eastern Railroad Co et al. 
No 1795. Opinion No 1725 (22 1CC 
Rep, 22). Submitted Dec. 29, 1911. De- 
cided Jan. 9, 1912. Defendants’ pres- 
ent rate on coal from Gallup, N. M., 
to Tempe and Mesa, Ariz., found to 
be unreasonable and a maximum joint 
rate prescribed for the future. Jan. 
27, p 139. 

Maricopa County Commercial Club vs 
Southern Pacific Co et al. No 1830. 
Opinion No 1770 (22 I C C Rep, p —»). 
Submitted Dec. 29, 1911. Decided Feb. 
12, 1912. Rates on cattle and sheep, 
single deck and double deck, from 
Phoenix to Los Angeles via Maricopa 
and via Parker found to have been 
unreasonable, and new joint rates 
prescribed for the future. Feb. 24 
p 346. 

Maricopa County Commercial Club vs 
Maricopa & Phoenix Railroad Co et al. 
No. 1793. Opinion No — (22 IC C 
Rep, p 279). Submitted Sept. 21, 1911. 
Decided Jan. 15, 1912.. Defendants’ 
class rates from El Paso to Phoenix 
found to’ have been unreasonable and 
a new schedule of maximum joint 
rates prescribed for the future; Jan 27, 
p 138. 

Marion Iron & Brass Bed Co vs To- 
ledo, St. Louis & Western Railroad 
Co et al. No 4132. Opinion No 1737 
(22 I C C Rep. p 272). Submitted 
Oct. 11, 1911. Decided Jan. 8, 1912. 
(1) Complainant seeks to have de- 
fendants embody in ‘their tariffs a 
clause, in connection with their rates 
on mixed-carload shipments, to the 
effect that if the aggregate charge 
upon the entire shipment is less on 
the basis of the carload rate and 
weight for one or more of the articles 
and the actual weight at the less- 
than-carload rate for the other ar- 
ticles, than at the mixed-carload rates, 
such rates shall be applied in the 
place of the mixed-carload rate. (2) 
Upon the record in this case; Held, 
That defendants’ tariffs which do not 
contain such an alternative provision 
as above defined have not been shown 
to be unjust or unreasonable. Com- 
mlaint dismissed. Jan. 27, p 153. 

Massee & Felton Lumber Co et al. vs 
Southern Railway Co et al. No. 4129. 
Opinion No 1824 (23 I C C Rep, p 1). 
Submitted March 7, 1912. Decided 
April 1, 1912. (1) If rates on manu- 
factured articles are to be constructed 
with reference to the assembling cost 
at the point of manufacture, all of 
the raw materials must be consid- 
ered, and an argument for a rate 
adjustment that regards only the 
transportation cost of one of the raw 
materials proceeds upon an erroneous 
theory. (2) Rate of 56 cents on win- 
dow glass from Pittsburgh to Atlanta, 
and similar rates to related south- 
eastern destinations, not found to 





have been either unreasonable or un- 
justly discriminatory; April 13, p 727. 


Mattison, Cyrus C., vs Pennsylvania Co. 


No 3451. Opinion No 1840 (23 IC C 
Rep, p 233). Submitted Dec. 10, 1910. 
Decided April 1, 1912. Upon the facts 
of record it is found that complain- 
ant’s prayer for an order requiring 
re-establishment and maintenance of 
passenger Station at Park Manor, Chi- 
cago, Ill., should be denied; April 27, 
p 840. 


Mayor and Council of Boston, Ga., vs 


Atlantic Coast Line Railroad Co et al. 
No 4361. Opinion No 1915 (24 1C C 
Rep, p 50). Submitted May 31, 1912. 
Decided June 4, 1912. (1) The record 
shows no substantial dissimilarity cf 
circumstances and conditions affecting 
the transportation of freight to Bos- 
ton, Ga., aS compared with Quitman 
and Thomasville, Ga., both rail and 
water competition appearing to be 
practically the same at the three 
places, and the charging of a differ- 
ential higher than the Quitman or 
Thomasville rate on all tsaffic to 
Boston from New York and from Ohio 
River crossings, on sugar from New 
Orleans, La., and on acid phosphate 
from Montgomery, Ala., is unduly 
prejudicial to Boston and unduly 
preferential to Quitman and Thomas- 
ville. Carriers ordered to remove the 
discrimination. -(2) The filing of an 
application by defendants for relief 
from section 4 of the act does not 
preclude a determination of the com- 
plaint under section 3, for a point 
may be unduly preferred for reasons 
other than those covered by section 
4. (3) The financial inability of de- 
fendants to extend to Boston the 
Thomasville-Quitman rates, even if 
this could be established as a fact, is 
no answer to the charge of undue 
preference; June 29, p 1314. 

McCloud River Lumber Co vs Southern 
Pacific Co et al No 3090. Opinion 
No 1919 (24 I C C Rep, p 89). Sub- 
mitted Dec. 30, 1910. Decided June 4, 
1912, Complainant is. entitled to 
through routes and points rates on 
lumber in carloads from McCloud, Cal.’ 
to the eastern destinations to which 
the coast group rates apply, but such 
rates should not exceed the coast 
group rates by more than 1% cents 
per 100 pounds; June 22, p 1258. 


McClung, C. M., & Co vs Southern Rail- 


way Co. No 4108. Opinion No 1800 
(22 I C C Rep, 582). Submitted Nov. 
16, 1911. Decided March 4, 1912. 
Rate of 37 cents per 100 pounds for 
the transportation of less-than-car- 
load shipments of boat spikes, shipped 
with carlots of railroad spikes from 
Richmond, Va., to Knoxville, Tenn., 
not found to have been unduly preju- 
dicial. Complaint dismissed; March 
23, p 559. 

McClung, Cc. M., & Co et al vs Louis- 
ville & Nashville Railroad Co et al. 
No 4014. Opinion No 1868 (23 I C Cc 
Rep, p 414). Submitted Dec. 19, 1911. 
Decided May 7, 1912. Rate of 23 
cents per 100 pounds on carload ship- 
ments of sheet-iron roofing from New- 
port, Ky., and Cincinnati, O., to Knox- 
ville, Tenn., not found to have been 
unreasonable or discriminatory; May 
25, p 1020. 

McLean Lumber Co vs Louisville & 
Nashville Railroad Co et al. No. 3919. 
Opinion No. 1753 (22 I C C Rep, p —). 
Submitted July 5, 1911. Decided Feb. 
5, 1912. (1) The fact that a certain 
rate is in effect via the lines of one 
earrier is not of itself proof of un- 
reasonableness of a higher rate via 
a competing line. (2) Where a ship- 
per’s bill of lading contains instruc- 
tions both as to route and rate, and 
the rate is not applicable over any 
route of the receiving carrier, but is 
applicable over the route of a rival 
line, to which shipper might have de- 
livered the shipment had he so elected, 
the receiving carrier may forward the 
shipment over its own line at the rate 
lawfully applicable, it not being ob- 
ligated to turn the traffic over to its 
competitor. (3) Joint rates on hard- 
wood lumber from North Birming- 
ham, Ala., to Philadelphia, Pa., and 
New Brunswick, N. J., found unrea- 
sonable so far as they exceed by 
more than 2 cents per 100 pounds 
the rates contemporaneously in effect 
on yellow-pine lumber between the 
same points. Feb. 24, p a 

Medford Traffic Bureau vs Southern Pa- 
cific Co. No 3446. Opinion No 1906 


(23 I C C Rep, p 701). Submitted Jan. 
25, 1911. Decided June 3, 1912. De- 
fendant’s present class rates for th: 
transportation of traffic in classes 
to 4, inclusive, from Medford, Ore 
to certain designated stations in Cali- 
fornia, found to be unreasonable, and 
lower maximum rates prescribed fo: 
the future. June 15, p 1198. 


Meeker, Henry E., and Caroline H 


Meeker, Copartners, Trading as 
Meeker & Co, vs Lehigh Valley Rail- 
road Ce. No 1180. Opinion No 18: 
(23 I C C Rep, p 480). Henry |} 
Meeker vs Lehigh Valley Railroad C 
No 3235. Submitted Feb. 27, 1912 
Decided May 7, 1912. Reparatic 
awarded on account of unreasonabi: 
and discriminatory rates charged f 
the transportation of anthracite c 
from the Wyoming region in Pennsy!- 
vania to Perth Amboy, N. J., in a 
cordance with the conclusions az 
nounced in Meeker vs L. V. R. R. C 
21 1C C, p 129; June 1, p 1068. 

Memphis Freight Bureau et al vs § 
Louis Southwestern Railway Co « 
No 4299. Opinion No 1787 (22 I 
Rep, p 537). Submitted Feb. 5, 
Decided March 4, 1912. tates 
cottonseed from various points in Mi 
souri and Arkansas to Memphi 
Tenn., found to be unreasonable a 
unduly discriminatory. Reasonabl¢ 
maximum rates prescribed; March 1 
p 490. 

Memphis Freight Bureau et al vs St 
Louis, Iron Mountain & Souther 
Railway Co, No 4297. Opinion N 
1794 (22 I C C Rep, p 548). Same vs 
St. Louis & San Francisco Railroad 
Co. No 4297 (Sub-No. 1). Submitted 
Feb. 5, 1912. Decided March 4, 1912 
(1) Rates on cottonseed from various 
points in the states of Missouri, Ar- 
Kansas and Louisiana to Memphi 
Tenn., found to be unreasonable a1 
unduly discriminatory. Reasonab| 
maximum rates prescribed. (2) Rat« 
on cottonseed from points in Okla- 
homa to Memphis, Tenn., found to b: 
unduly discriminatory against Mem 
phis, and in favor of St. Louis, Mo 
and East St. Louis, Ill. Non-dis- 
criminatoyy relationship of rates pre- 
scribed; March 23, p 529. 

Merchants’ & Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of Baltimore et al. vs Atlanti 
Coast Line Railroad Co et al. No 
3568. Opinion No 1780 (22 I C C Rep, 
p —). Submitted April 10, 1911. De- 
cided Feb. 12, 1912. Rates charged 
for transportation of certain iron gird- 
ers, which were too long to be loaded 
into box cars, not found to have been 
unreasonable; March 2, p 383. 

Merchants’ & Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tions of Baltimore, Md., vs Atlanti 
City Railroad Co et al. No. 4257 
Opinion No 1827 (23 I C C Rep, p —) 
Submitted March 14, 1912. Decided 
April 1, 1912. Complainant alleged 
that the defendants subject Balti- 
more to undue prejudice in certai: 
passenger excursion fares from Balti- 
more to Atlantic City, and give un- 
reasonable preference to New York i: 
Similar fares from New York to At- 
lantic City; also that the fares from 
Baltimore are unreasonable. The e\ 
dence indicates that the lower fares 
from New York are forced by com- 
petition and that the volume of th: 
traffic from New York is about six 
times that from Baltimore. There is 
also a difference in mileage in favo' 
of New York, though this is not con- 
trolling. Upon consideration of a 
the facts, Held: (1) That the alleg 
tions of undue prejudice to Baltimo 
in these fares are not sustained. (2 
That the excursion fares from Bal! 
more to Atlantic City are not show! 
to be unreasonable; April 13, p 732. 

Merchants’ & Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion et al vs Pennsylvania Railroa 
Co et al. No 4041. Opinion No 1879 
(23 I C C Rep, p 474). Submitted 
Nov. 9, 1911. Decided May 14, 191 
(1) While almost universally the 
charge for a switching serviee is 0: 
a per-car basis, the facts of recor 
held insufficient to justify a finding 
that the assessment of class rates f 
switching at Baltimore unduly dis 
criminates against that city as com- 
pared with cities where the per-ca 
basis obtains. (2) Except where joi: 
through rates are now in effect co 
ering delivery to or from another ca! 
rier within the city of Baltimore, th: 
existing class rates charged for int« 
changing traffic found to be unre: 
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soneole, and the case held open for 
thirty days to permit defendants to 
amend their tariffs. (3) Terminals 
are either open’or they are not; and 
if a carrier holds itself out as ready 
to permit the use of its tracks at a 


certain charge, the fact that such 
charge may be prohibitive does not 


mean that the terminals are not open. 
On the contrary, it would seem to be 
» potent argument for the reduction 
of charges for the use of tracks or 
terminal facilities already extended. 
(4) That these defendants offer each 
to the other the use of their respec- 
tive tracks or terminals is shown by 
the fact that freight is actually in- 
terchanged after its arrival in Balti- 
more, and for this service charges 
are provided in tariffs published and 
filed, both with this Commission and 
the public service commission of 
Maryland, It follows that having 
elected to perform this service the 
irge therefore must be reasonable; 
May 25, p 1038. 
‘edith, J. J., Shelby Taylor and Henry 
B. Schreiber, Constituting the Rail- 
road Commission of Louisiana, vs St. 
Louis Southwestern Railway Co et al. 
No 3918. Opinion No 1813 (23 IC C 


Rep, p 31). Submitted Jan 16, 1912. 
Decided March 11, 1912. The rates 
from Shreveport, La., to points in 
eastern Texas are higher than are 


maintained from Dallas, Houston and 
other cities within Texas to such 
points under substantially similar cir- 
cumstances and conditions. This com- 
plaint attacks the rates from Shreve- 
port aS unreasonable and as dis- 
criminatory when compared with 
Texas intrastate rates of the same 
carriers; Held, (1) That the present 
class rates out of Shreveport to cer- 
tain points in Texas on the Texas & 
Pacific Railway, and on the Houston, 
East & West Texas tailway, are 
unreasonable, and reasonable rates 
are priscribed for the future. (2) 
That the present relation of rates 
gives an undue preference to the 


Texas citits in question and effects 
an unlawful discrimination against 
Shreveport, and the carriers ordered 
to cease and desist from charging 
higher rates upon any commodity 
from Shreveport to Dallas or Hous- 
ton or points intermediate thereto 
than are contemporaneously charged 


by them for the carriage of such com- 
modity to equidistant points from 
Houston or Dallas toward Shreveport. 
(3) That if a state, by the exercise 
of its lawful power, establishes rates 
which the interstate carrier makes 
effective upon state traffic, that car- 
rier does so with the full knowledge 
that the federal government requires 
it to apply such rates under like con- 


ditions upon interstate traffic. To 
say that an interstate carrier may 
discriminate against interstate com- 


merce because of the order of a state 
commission would be to admit that a 
state may limit and prescribe the 
flow of commerce between the states. 
(4) That section 3 of the Act, for- 
bidding undue discrimination in favor 
of or against any person or locality 
applies not only as to two interstate 
hauls, but also as to two hauls, one 
of which is interstate and the other 
intrastate, and the fact that the car- 
rier’s rates in the latter case are es- 
tablished by a state commission does 
not relieve the carrier of the para- 
mount duty which rests upon it ir- 
respective of its obligation to the 
state, to so adjust its rates that, as 
to interstate traffic, justice will be 
done between communities regardless 
of state lines. The effective exercise 
of its power affecting interstate com- 
merce makes necessary the assertion 
of the supreme authority of the na- 
tional government, and Congress has 
appropriately exercised this power in 
the provision of the Act touching dis- 
crimination. (5) That the provision 
in section 1 that the Act shall not 


apply to commerce wholly within a 
State was intended as a recognition 
of the fact that Congress was not 


assuming to regulate transportation 
entirely within the borders of a state 
and does not by the broadest con- 
struction justify the inference that an 
interstate carrier may pursue a policy 
of rate making within a state that 
would affect unlawfully commerce 
among the states and thus violate the 
express prohibition of the Act against 
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discrimination affecting interstate 
commerce. (6) That the policy of 
denying to Shreveport similar privi- 
leges in the concentration of cotton as 
are accorded to Texas cities is also 
discriminatory, and the carriers will be 
ordered to make applicable at Shreve- 
port whatever lawful practices obtain 
in this connection at Texas points on 
defendant’s lines under like condition; 
March 30, p 599 


sociation vs Transcontinental Freight 
Bureau et al. No 2713. Opinion No 
1762 (22 1 C C Rep, p —). Submitted 
Nov. 10, 1910. Decided Jan, 8, 1912. 
Present rate of 85 cents per 100 
pounds for the transportation of hard- 
wood lumber from certain points in 
southern Michigan to -acific Coast 
terminals and intermediate points 
found unreasonable, and maximum 
rate of 80 cents per 100 pounds pre- 
scribed for the future; Feb, 24, p 332. 
Wagon Co vs Lake Shore & 
Michigan Southern Railway Co et al. 
No 3720. Opinion No 1777 (22 1C CG 
Rep, p 460). Submitted April 26, 1911. 
Decided Feb. 5, 1912. Rate of 51 cents 
per 100 pounds charged for transpor- 
tation of a carload of farm wagons 
from Toledo, O., to Gordo, Ala., found 
to have been the rate lawfully ap- 
plicable to the traffic in question un- 


der the tariffs on file. No evidence 
having been adduced which shows 
that said rate was unreasonable, the 


complaint is dismissed; March 2, p 392. 
Wagon Co vs Lake Shore & 
Michigan Southern Railway Co et al. 
No 3478. Opinion No 1788 (22 ICC 
tep, p 511). Submitted Feb. 10, 1911. 
Decided Jan. 8, 1912. Through error 
of the initial carrier a car larger 
than that ordered by shipper was fur- 


nished for transportation of a ship- 
ment of farm and freight wagons 
from Toledo, O., to Smithville, Tex., 


and minimum weight applicable to the 

car furnished resulted in charges in 

excess of those which would have been 
assessed upon the car ordered; Held, 

That the charges were unreasonable 

so far as they exceeded charges which 

would have accrued upon a car of the 
size ordered by shipper. Reparation 

awarded; March 9, p 444. 

Traffic Association of the 

City of Minneapolis vs Chicago, Bur- 

lington & Quincy Railroad Co et al. 

No 3964. Opinion No 1733 (22 1CC 

Rep, 259). Submitted Dec. 1, 1911. 

Decided Jan. 8, 1912. Class rates from 

Minneapolis to Denver found to be 

unreasonable and lower rates ordered; 

Jan. 27, p 130. 

Traffic Association 
City of Minneapolis vs 
Northwestern Railway Co et al. No 
4006. Opinion No 1871 (23 I C C Rep, 
p 431). Kansas City Transportation 
3ureau of the Commercial Club et al 
vs Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Rail- 
way Co et al. No 4119. National Im- 
plement & Vehicle Association et al 
vs Oregon Short Line Railroad Co et 
al. No 4197. Springfield Traffic Bur- 
eau of the Jobbers’ & Manufactur- 
ers’ Association. vs Atchison, Topeka 
& Santa Fe Railway Co et al. No 
4265. Submitted Jan. 25, 1912. De- 
cided May 7, 1912. In the proceeding 
In the Matter of Reduced Rates on 
Returned Shipments, 19 I C C, p 409, 
the Commission directed the cancella- 
tion of half or reduced rates based 
upon the return character of the ship- 
ments to which applied. The present 
complainants seek the re-establish- 
ment of these rates upon the conten- 
tion that the shipments are inherentiy 
of low value. Difficulties in practical 
application of such rates discussed, 
and finding made that the Commis- 
sion is not prepared to differentiate 
between new and old or second-hand 
articles or to lay down the principle 
that value is the controlling element 
in making rates. Complaints dis- 
missed; May 25, p 1017. 

Mobile Chamber of Commerce et al vs 
Mobile & Ohio Railroad Co et al. No 
4242. Opinion No 1869 (23 I C C Rep, 
p 417). Submitted March 15, 1912. 
Decided May 7, 1912. (1) Where a 
railroad has a wharf to which its 
tariffs offer delivery and at which 
part of the shipping public is served, 
such a wharf becomes a public ter- 
minal, and if all shippers are not given 
access to it by the boats they choose 
to employ, it then becomes the car- 
rier’s duty to make delivery at other 


of the 
Chicago & 


Mutual Rice Trade & 








National Pole Co vs Chicago, St. 


National 


Nebraska State 


available docks at the same rate. (2) 
A railroad has a right to reserve 
wharves for its own use and for the 
use of such water carriers as it pre- 
fers, provided it affords to the public 
access to equal facilities elsewhere 
at equal rates. (3) Where a rail car- 
rier making a rate to a port insti- 
tutes a practice of authorizing its 
agents to issue bills of lading for 
water lines, it must extend such prac- 
tice to all water lines under reason- 
able regulations; May 18, p 990. 

Development As- 
sociation of Houston vs International 
& Great Northern Railroad Co et al. 
No 4024. Opinion No 1837 (3 1CC 
tep, p 219). Submitted March 8, 1912. 
Decided April 8, 1912. The rates on 
clean rice from Texas milling points 
to the Southeast, to Central Freight 
Association territory, to Illinois and 
to the Pacific Coast are complained of 


as discriminatory compared with the 
corresponding rates from New Or- 


leans; Held, That the rates to Central 
Freight Association territory, to Illi- 
nois and to the Pacific Coast are not 
found to be discriminatory, but those 
to designated points in the Southeast, 
to which any-quantity rates apply 
from the Mississippi River, are found 
unreasonable and discriminatory and 
the carriers ordered to establish 
through carload rates which shall be 
5 cents less than the lowest combina- 
tion of locals contemporaneously in 
effect to and from _a Mississippi River 
gateway. April 27, p 83 


National Implement & Vehicle Associa- 


tion vs A. T..& S. F. (See Minne- 
apolis Traffic Association, p 1017.) 


National Manufacturing Co vs Atchison, 


Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co et al. 
No 4192. Opinion No 1819 (23 I C C 
Rep, p 79). Submitted Dec. 9, 1911. 
Decided March 5, 1912. Complainant’s 
inability satisfactorily to market glu- 
cose sirup at Pacific Coast points from 
its factory at St. Joseph, Mo., found 
to lie in the price it pays for its raw 


materials, and not in the rate from 
St. Joseph to destinations. Complaint 
dismissed; April 6, p 686. 

National Mohair Growers’ Association 


vs Atchson, Topeka & Santa Fe Rail- 
way Co et al. No 4255. Opinion No 
1831 (23 I C C Rep, p —). Submitted 
Jan. 15, 1912. Decided March 21, 1912. 
Rates prescribed in the Wool Case, 23 
I C C, p —) for the transportation of 
wool from western territory to east- 
ern destinations should not be ex- 
ceeded for the transportation of mo- 
hair, which should be classified as 
second class in less than carloads 
and as fourth class in carloads; April 
20, p 781. 

Paul, 
Minneapolis & Omaha Railway Co et 


al. No 3016. Opinion No 1759 (22 
I C C Rep, p —). Submitted Dec. 22, 


1910. Decided Feb. 5, 1912. Rate on 
cedar poles from points in Wisconsin 
and Michigan to Texas points found 
to have been unreasonable to the ex- 
tent it exceeded the rate on lumber 
contemporaneously in effect from and 
to said points. MacGillis & Gibbs vs 
C. & E. I. R. R. Co, 16 I C C Rep, 
p 40, cited and affirmed; Feb. 24, p 330. 
Refining Co vs Missouri, Kan- 


sas & Texas Railway Co et al. No 
3994. Opinion No 1895 (23 I C C Rep, 
p 527). Submitted Oct. 19, 1911. De- 
cided May 7, 1912. Complainant 


shipped from Muskogee, Okla., to Cof- 
feyville, Kan., a number of carloads 
of the so-called lighter ends of petro- 


leum oil, which had been separated 
from the crude oil by a process of 
skimming but was useless for com- 


mercial purposes until a further proc- 
ess of refinement had been under- 
gone. Defendants assessed the rates 
applicable to refined oil: Held, That a 
reasonable rate on the commodity 
shipped would not have exceeded by 
more than 2 cents per 100 pounds the 
rates contemporaneously, applicable to 
crude oil, which relationship should 
be established for the future. Rep- 
aration awarded; June 8, p 1148. 


tailway Commission vs 


Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail- 
road Co et al. No 4160. Opinion No 
I Cc C Rep, p —). Submitted 


1826 (23 
nh 6 
™ the 





1912. Decided April 1, 1912. 
arnijication of rates on coal 
from the Walsenburg district of Colo- 
rado to numerous peints in Nebraska, 
Cefendants provide a rate of $3.50 per 
net ton to one group of stations and 
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a rate of $3.75 to a second group. 
The complainant, in substance, asks 
that certain points now taking the 
$3.75 rate be included within the $3.50 
rate group, and that certain points 
taking the $3.50 rate be divided into 
two new groups to which shall apply 
rates of $3 and $3.25, respectively. 
The rates involved have been con- 
sidered in other cases, cited in the 
report, and upon further consideration 
it is held: (1) That the defendants 
subject Minden “K’’ to undue and 
unreasonable prejudice in charging a 
higher rate than applies at Minden, 
and that for the future the rate io 
Minden “K’”’ should not exceed the 
rate contemporaneously maintained to 
Minden. (2) That, under the read- 
justment required by this finding, the 
rate to Minden “K’” should not be 
exceeded at the intermediate stations 
of Keene, Wilcox, Ragan, Huntley, 
Alma, Orleans, Carter and Sacra- 
mento; April 13, p 729. 

Neilson, A. V., Co, Limited, vs Louisiana 
Railway & Navigation Co et al. No 
. Opinion No 1847 (23 I C C Rep, 

Submitted Nov. 9, 1911. De- 
cided April 1, 1912. Rate of 80 cents 
per 100 pounds for the transportation 
of cartridges from Bridgeport, Conn., 
to Alexandria, La., found to be un- 
reasonable in so far as it exceeds 65 
eents per 100 pounds. Reparation 
awarded; April 27, p 848. 

Nevada Railroad Commission vs Nev. 

& Cal.-Ore., etc. (See Railroad Com- 
mission, etc., p 131.) 
Applications for Relief Under the 
Fourth Section: Nos. 205, 342, 343, 
344, 349, 350 and 352. Nevada Railroad 
Commission vs Southern Pacific Co et 
al. No 1665. Opinion No 1875 (231CC 
Rep, p 456). Maricopa County Com- 
mercial Club vs Santa Fe, Prescott 
& Phoenix Railway Co et al. No 
1796. Submitted May 8, 1912. De- 
cided May 15, 1912; May 25, p 1017. 

New England Coai & Coke Co vs Nor- 
folk & Western Railway Co et al. No 
3956. Opinion No 1765 (22 I C C Rep, 
) ). Submitted Dec. 2, 1911 De- 
cided Feb. 5, 1912. (1) Trimming or 
leveling coal in the holds of ships is 
a necessary service in connection 
withthe transportation of coal by 
water, and where performed by the 
rail carriers it must be regarded as 
a part of the delivery. Whether or 
not defendants legally might be com- 
pelled to render such service, when 
they undertake so to do, any charge 
therefor is subject to regulation by 
this Commission. (2) The charge of 
3 cents per ton for trimming and 4.5 
cents per ton for dumping and trim- 
ming not found to have been unrea- 
sonable. Charge of the Virginian 
Railway of 4.5 cents per ton for trim- 
ming alone found to have been un- 
reasonable to the extent it exceeded 
3 cents per ton. Reparation awarded; 
Feb. 24, p 340 

New Orleans Board of Trade, Limited, 
vs Galveston, Harrisburg & San An- 
tonio Railway Co et al. No $205. 
Opinion No 1835 (23 C C Rep, p 211). 
Submitted March §8, 1912. Decided 
April 1, 1912. The fact that rates 
on rough and clean rice from Texas 
points to New Orleans are the same 
found not to constitute undue dis- 
crimination against New Orleans mill- 
ers and in favor of Texas millers; 
April 27, p 831. 

New Orleans Board of Trade, Limited, 
vs Louisville & Nashville tailroad 
Co et al. No 4399. Opinion No 1870 
(28 I C C Rep, p 429). Submitted 
April 4, 1912. Decided May 7, 1912. 
Rate on pig iron of $3 per gross ton 
from Birmingham, Ala., to New Or- 
leans, La., not found to be unreason- 
able or unjustly discriminatory; May 
25, p 1037. 

New Orleans Board of Trade, Limited, 
vs Illinois Central Railroad Co et al 
No 4330. Opinion No 1877 (23 I C C 
Rep, p 465). Submitted Feb. 27, 1912. 
Decided May 13, 1912. Defendants’ 
export rates from Henderson and 
Owensboro, Ky., to New Orleans, La., 
on tobacco are less per 100 pounds 
when the traffic is destined to Liver- 
pool and Bristol, England, than when 
destined to other European ports; 
Held, That the different export rates 
are not justified by any substantial 
dissimilarity of circumstances and 
conditions; June 1, p 1070. 

New Roads Oil Mills & Manufacturing 
Co, Limited, vs St. Louis, Iron Moun- 

se 
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tain & Southern Railway Co et al. 
No 4498. Opinion No 1930 (24 1C C 
Rep, p 167). Submitted April 15, 
1911. Decided June 3, 1912. Rates on 
cottonseed from stations in southern 
Arkansas on the St. Louis, Iron Moun- 
tain & Southern Railway to New 
Roads, La., on the Texas & Pacific 
Railway, found to be unreasonabie 
and maximum rates prescribed for 
the future; June 29, p 1323. 

Newport News, Va. (See Chamber of 
Commerce, p 974.) 


Noble William K, vs Baltimore & Ohio 


Railroad Co et al. No 3221. Opinion 
No 1771 (22 1 C C Rep, p —). Sub- 
mitted Dec. 9, 1911. Decided Jan. 8, 
1912. (1) In all cases where a carrier 
by its tariff establishes particular 
minima as applicable to cars of given 
dimensions, it must furnish a car of 
the size provided for in the tariff and 
ordered by the shipper; or, in case 
of its inability to do this, must pro- 
vide other equipment, under such con- 
ditions as to fairly protect the mini- 
mum of the car ordered, and its tar- 
iff should contain a provision to that 
effect. (2) It would not be unreason- 
able for carriers to provide in their 
tariffs that the minimum applicable 
to the special car would not be pro- 
tected unless the carrier had failed 
for six days, excluding the day of 
notice, to furnish the car of the size 
ordered; but this is not intended to 
relieve carriers from the duty of fur- 
nishing equipment within a reasonable 
time. It simply fixes a definite period 
beyond which the duty to furnish 
other equipment in lieu of that or- 
dered shall attach. (3) Prior report 
herein modified; Feb. 24, p 334. 

Norman Lumber Co et al vs Louisville 
& Nashville Railroad Co et al. No 
3388. Opinion No 1729 (22 I C C Rep, 
p 239). Submitted March 16, 1911. 
Decided Jan. 8, 1912. Upon complaint 
alleging that defendants’ rates for 
the transportation of hardwood lum- 
ber from points south of the Ohio 
River to Louisville, Ky., and other 
Ohio River crossings, subject lumber 
dealers at Louisville to undue dis- 
advantage; Held: (1) That no suffi- 
cient reason has been shown why 
rates from points on defendants’ lines 
should be higher to ‘Louisville than 
to Cairo, Ill., for substantially simi- 
lar distances, and defendants’ tariffs 
should be amended accordingly. (2) 
That the present adjustment of rates 
as between Louisville and Cairo from 
points on the HUlinois Central and 
Yazoo & Mississippi Valley railroads 
south of Memphis, Tenn.,: does not 
result in undue preference of Cairo. 
(3) That upon the present record no 
conclusion can be reached respecting 
the allegation that the present sys- 
tem of so-called bridge arbiiraries or 
tolls subjects Louisville to undue dis- 
advantage; Jan. 27, p 126. 

Oklahoma Corporation Commission vs 
Abilene Southern. (See Corporation 
Commission, p 1193.) 

Oklahoma Portland Cement Co vs Mis- 
souri, Kansas & Texas Railway C« 
et al. No 4337. Opinion No 1927 
(24 I C Rep, p 158). Submitted 
Dec. 27, 1911. Decided June 10, 1912. 
Rate of 17 cents per 100 pounds for 
the transportation of cement in car- 
loads from Ada, Okla., to Shreveport, 
La., found to be unreasonable to the 
extent that it exceeds 15 cents; June 
29, p 1333. 

Omaha Grain Exchange vs Chicago, Mil- 
waukee & St. Paul Railway Co. No 
4573. Opinion No 1921 (24 I C C Rep, 
p 122). Submitted May 30, 1912. De- 
cided June 10, 1912. Rates on coarse 
grain from stations on defendant's 
line, Canton, S. D., to and including 
Elk Point, S. D., found to be unjustly 
discriminatory against Omaha, Neb., 
and unduly preferential to Minneapo- 
lis, Minn. Reasonable relationship of 
rates prescribed; June 29, p 1322. 

Paducah Cooperage Co vs Nashville, 
Chattanooga & St. Louis Railway. No 
3276. Opinion No 1727 (22 I C C Rep, 
p 226). Submitted Jan. 24, 1911. De- 
cided Jan. 8, 1912. Defendant's rates 
for the transportation of stave and 
heading bolts between local points 
on its line are less, for similar dis- 
tances, than between local points and 
Paducah, Ky.; Held, That said rates 
to Paducah are unreasonable so far 
as they exceed, for similar distances, 
the rates between local points. Jan. 
27, p 140. 


Perry, Charles T, & Co vs Northern 
Pacific Railway Co et al. No 4045. 
Opinion No 1844 (23 I C C Rep, p 247) 
Submitted Oct. 5, 1911. Decided April 
1, 1912. Advance in rates since Jan 
1, 1910, on candles in less-than-car- 
load quantities from Helena, Mont 
to poifits in the Coeur d’Alene districi, 
Idaho, alleged to be unreasonable 
Heid, That the defendants have faile 
to show that the increased rates are 
just and reasonable. Former rate 
restored and reparation awardec 
April 27, p 845. 

Pierce, George E., vs Pittsburgh & Lak 
Erie Railroad Co et al. No 370 
Opinion No 1820 (23 I C C Rep, p 82 
Submitted May 12, 1911. Decide 
March 11, 1912. Rate of $1.30 per n 
ton for the transportation of certai 
carload shipments of coal from Cha 
fant Mines, Braznell and Newe 
Scales, Pa., to Erie street, Buffal 
N. Y., not found to have been u! 
reasonable or unduly discriminator 
April 6, p 691. 

Plano Milling Co vs St. Louis Sout! 
western Railway Co et al. No 390 
Opinion No 1756 (22 I C C Rep, p - 
Submitted Sept. 15, 1911. Decid« 
Feb. 5, 1912. The principal defendaz 
permits milling in transit at Plan 
Tex., under through rates on grair 
from St. Louis, Mo., and Cairo, II) 
only on traffic destined to local sta 
tions on its line. Complainant ask 
for the transit privilege on such trai 
fic on grain moving to destinations « 
the International & Great Norther» 
Railway of Texas; Held, That the re 
ord fails to show that complainant 
subjected to unjust discrimination 
undue disadvantage. Complaint 
missed; Feb. 24, p 3: 

Portsmouth Steel C Baitimore 
Ohio Railroad Co et al. No 419 
Opinion No 1889 (23 I C C Rep, p 51! 


} 


ai 


Submitted Feb. 5, 1912. Decided Ma 
13, 1912. tate of $2.53 per ton 
limestone in carloads from Marti! 
burg, W. Va., to Portsmouth, O., n 
shown to have been unreasonable 
unjustly discriminatory. Complair 
dismissed; June 8, p 1150. 

Priesmeyer, A., Shoe Co vs Chica 
Alton Railroad Co et al. No 
Opinion No 1816 (23 I C C Rep, 
Submitted Oct. 21, 1911. 

March i1, 1912. Rates charged 
leather and other materials used 
the manufacture of boots and shos« 
from points in the Hast to Jeffers 
City, Mo., not found to have bee! 
unreasonable; March 30, p 626. 

Public Service Commission of Washins 
ton vs Northern Pacific Railway ‘ 
et al. No 3769. Opinion No 1848 | 
I C C Rep, p 256). Submitted De 
26, 1911. Decided April 1, 1912. ° 
Northern Pacific being the only 
having rails extending to South 
coma, is entitled, in the protecti 
of its investment, to conduct trafl 
between South Tacoma and othe 
points on its line on a preferred basi 
and shippers who desire to use cor 
peting lines ought not to object 
paying, in addition to the Tacor 
rate, a reasonable charge to t 
Northern Pacific for its local } 
between Tacoma and South Tacon 
May 4, p 897. 

Railroad Commission of Nevada 
Nevada - California - Oregon Railw 
and Sierra Valleys Railway Co. 
3786. Opinion No 1722 (22IC C 
p 205). Submitted June 13, 1911. 
cided Jan. 9, 1912. (1) The fact th 
the defendants’ division of the joi! 
rate from Sacramento via Reno 
Nevada-Cglifornia-Oregen points 
considerably lower than the Nevad 
California-Oregon local rates fro 
Reno to the same points dees n 
amount to undue discrimination | 
the Nevada-California-Oregon Rai 
way against Reno. (2) The prese! 
local rates of the Nevada-Californi 
Oregon Railway from Reno are n 
found unreasonable: Jan. 27, p 131 


Ralston Townsite Co et al vs. Missou 
Pacific Railway Co. No 3567. Opi! 
ion No 1754 (22 I C C Rep, p 
Submitted Nov. 4, 1911. Decided F« 

5, 1912. Upon an application to t 

Commission to require defendant 

construct, maintain and operate 

sidetrack and switch connection | 
tween defendant's railroad and a sid 
track leading to complainants’ indus 
tries, based upon an alleged contra 
Heid, That the Commission has ! 
power to enforce the specific p* 
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penalty not exceeding % cent per~100 
pounds; June 8, p 1156. 

Southwestern Missouri Millers’ Club vs 
Missouri, Kansas & Texas Railway Co 
et al. No 4372. Opinion No 1769 (22 
I C C Rep, p —). Submitted Jan 12, 

1912. Decided Feb 5, 1912. (1) Pres- 
ent rates for the transportation of 
wheat and wheat products and corn 
and corn products from the Joplin 
group to Little Rock territory found 
to be unreasonable in themselves and 
in comparison with similar rates from 
southern Illinois and from the north- 
ern part of the Kansas City group, 
and lower rates prescribed for the 
future. (2) Present rates on said 
commodities from the Joplin group to 
Alexandria territory found to be un- 
reasonable and lower rates prescribed 
for the future. (3) The Commission 
does not find any sufficient cause for 
revising the rates on these commodi- 
ties in this proceeding from the Jop- 
lin territory to Fort Smith. (4) An 
examination of the situation rather 
inclines the Commission to the opin- 
ion that it would be better to create a 
territorial group for these commodi- 
ties out of the Kansas City group to 
both Little Rock and Alexandria 
rather than a system of graded rates, 
but it seams proper that the carriers 
should be allowed to deal with this 
situation as they prefer, provided 
they substantially meet the views of 
the Commission. (5) Reparation 
denied; Feb 24, p 344. 

Spokane, City of, et al vs Northern Pa- 
cific Railway Co et al. No 879. Opin- 
jon No 1874 (23 I C C Rep, p 454). 
Submitted May 8, 1912. Decided May 
14, 1912. (1) The Spokane case can- 
not be discontinued. Other parties, 
involving other communities, have in- 
tervened and are parties to that pro- 
ceeding. After the time and effort 
expended in perfecting that record the 
Commission would not feel warranted 
in allowing the proceeding to be dis- 
continued until the matters in issue 
had been finally disposed of. (2) The 
reasonableness of the proposed sched- 
ule has not been considered by the 
Commission and no opinion whatever 
is expressed thereon. (3) No opinion 
is expressed whether less-than-car- 
load commodity rates should be finally 
prescribed. (4) The Commission 
adheres to the position which it has 
taken under the fourth section and 
will feel entirely free to dispose of 
this whole question as may seem just, 
when it is determined by the Supreme 
Court what action can be taken under 
that section; May 25, p 1016. 

Springfield Traf. Bureau vs A. T. & S&S. 
F. (see Minneapolis Traf. Assn. p 

1017). 


Standard Oi] Co vs Illinois Terminal 
Railroad Co et al. No 4146. Opinion 
No 1856 (23 I C C Rep, p 369). Sub- 
mitted Oct 9, 1911. Decided March 4 
1912. Fuel oil switched at St. Louis 
was not weighed and there was no 
tariff provision for estimated weights; 
Held, That charges collected, based on 
an arbitrary estimated weight of 7.4 
pounds per gallon, were unreasonable 
to the extent that they exceeded esti- 
mated weights provided in tariffs gov- 
erning the road haul to St. Louis. 
teparation awarded; May 11, p 942. 

State of Iowa et al vs Atlantic Coast 
Line Railroad Co et al. No 4505. 
Opinion No 1924 (24 I C C Rep, p 134) 
Submitted May 17, 1912. Decided June 
8, 1912. (1) The export and domestic 
rates of 22% and 25 cents per 100 
pounds, respectively. on glucose from 
Chicago to New York found to be ex- 
cessive and unduly discriminatory, 
and the defendants required to reduce 
the export rate to 18 cents and the 
domestic rate to 20 cents. (2) A 
manufactured product is not entitled 
as a matter of right to the rate on 
the raw material from which it '‘s 
made. (3) Attention called to irregu- 
larities and the unlawful practices 
of certain manufacturers of glucose 
and syrup in the use of the milline- 
in-transit privileges: Tune 29, p 1298. 

Stiritz Paul vs New Orleans, Mobile & 
Chicago Railroad Co et al. No 325 
Opinion No 1799 (22 I C C Rep, p 578). 
Submitted Feb 10, 1911. Decided 
March 4, 1911. Rate of 14 cents per 
199 pounds on crossties from points 
between Houston, Miss., and Louis- 
ville, Miss., to Cairo, Ill, for beyond, 





not found to be unreasonable or un- 
duly prejudicial; March 23, p 528. 

Stonega Coke & Coal Co et al vs Louis- 
ville & Nashville Railroad Co et al. 
No 8771. Opinion No 1811 (23 I C C 
Rep, p 17). Submitted Feb 15, 1912. 
Decided March 12, 1912. (1) A rail- 
road company which holds itself out 
to the public as a common carrier, 
files tariffs with and makes reports 
to the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion required by law of common car- 
riers, and engages in the transporta- 
tion of interstate traffic, is a common 
carrier subject to the provisions of 
the Act to regulate commerce. (2) 
The character of service a railroad 
company renders, and holds itself out 
as willing to render, is the controlling 
inquiry in a proceeding to determine 
whether such company is a common 
carrier. (3) Through routes and joint 
rates for the transportation of coal 
and coke from complainants’ mines 
and plants at or in the vicinity of 
Keokee, Va., to various points in Ken- 
tucky, Ohio and other states, required 
to be established by defendants. (4) 
The fact that a carrier maintains 
lower rates from points on its own 
line than rates in force on the same 
kind of traffic from nearby points on 
the line of another railway and not 
on its own limes, does not of itself 
amount to undue discrimination 
against shippers at the latter points. 
(5) The principal defendant renders a 
transportation service to owners of 
coal operations in the Black Mountain 
district of Virginia, on the line of the 
Virginia & Southwestern Railway, but 
refuses to render a like service, under 
substantially similar circumstances 
and conditions, to complainants’ coal 
operations in the Appalachia district 
on the Interstate Railroad; Held, That 
such conduct amounts to undue dis- 
crimination against complainants; 
March 30, p 615. 

Suffern, William H., Grain Co vs Illinois 
Central Railroad Co et al. No 3958. 
Opinion No 1717 (22 I C C Rep, p 178). 
Submitted Nov 11, 1911. Decided Dec 
12, 1911. Under the tariffs of the 
principal defendant, grain can be un- 
loaded into the elevators at Cairo, Ill., 
treated and shipped on at the balance 
of the through rate, the carrier paying 
to the elevator company three-fourths 
of a cent per 100 pounds; but it re- 
fuses to allow any transit privileges, 
or to pay any elevation allowance, to 
grain dealers at Decatur, Ill.; Held, 
That such practice creates an undue 
discrimination against the grain deal- 
ers at Decatur, from which the car- 
rier should be ordered to cease and 
desist; Jan 6, p 15. 


Sun Company vs Indianapolis Southern 
Railroad Co et al. No 3858. Opinion 
No 1720 (22 I C C Rep, p 134). Sub- 
mitted Nov 2, 1911. Decided Jan 9, 
1912. Western Classification rule 
under which crude oil is estimated to 
weigh as much as or more than its 
actual weight, and gas oil, used for 
the same purposes, is estimated to 
weigh substantially less than its ac- 
tual weight, held to be unjustly dis- 
criminatory. Reparation awarded: 
Jan 27, p 124. 

Sunderland Brothers Co vs Missouri Pa- 
cific Railway Co et al. No 3765. 
Opinion No 1712 (22 I C C Rep, p 14). 
Submitted May 25, 1911. Decided Dec 

5, 1911. Rates on brick in carloads 
from the Kansas gas belt to Lewis, 
Marne, Oakland, Shelby and Walnut, 
Iowa, found unreasonable so far as 
they exceed rate contemporaneously 
in effect from the same points of 
origin to Mississippi River territory. 
Reparation awarded: Jan 6, p 19. 

Sunderland Brothers Co vs St. Louis & 
San Francisco Railroad Co et al. No 
2986. Opinion No 1849 (23 I C C Rep, 
p 259). Submitted April 7, 1911. De- 
cided April 1, 1912. In a prior report 
in this case it was held that the mini- 
mum weight assessed on complain- 
ant’s shipments of lime from Ash 
Grove, Mo., to Pine Bluffs and Lara- 
mie, Wvo., was excessive, and a lower 
minimum weight was prescribed for 
the future. Reparation was awarded. 
Upon rehearing the former decision 
sustained: May 4, p 900. 

Sunflower Glass Co et al vs Missouri 
Pacific Railway Co et al. No 437 


of 
Opinion No 1763 (22 I C C Rep p —»). 
yy I 








Submitted Nov 2, 1911. Decided Jan 
15, 1912. Complaint alleged that de- 
fendants’ rates on window glass fro 

the Kansas field to the upper Missis- 
sippi River crossings are unreasonab! 
and unduly discriminatory as com- 
pared with the rates on that com- 
modity from the east to said crossings 
Held, That the facts disclosed by the 
record show that no discriminati 

exists and that the present rates 
from the Kansas field are not unrea- 
sonable; Feb 24, p 338. 


Superior Commercial Club of Superi 


Wis., vs Great Northern Railway 
et al. No 3558. Opinion No 1920 
I C C Rep, p 96). Chamber of Co 
merce of the City of Milwaukee 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Ra 
way Co et al. No 3754. Dul 
Board of Trade vs Great North« 
Railway Co et al. No 3938. S 
mitted Feb. 14, 1912. Decided J 
3, 1912. (1) Upon complaints~alleg 
that the rates on grain from poi 
in North and South Dakota, so 
ern Minnesota and northern Iowa 
Superior and Milwaukee, Wis., a: 
Duluth, Minn., as compared w 
rates from the same territory to La 
Michigan ports, Minneapolis and 
other marke are unreasonable ar 
unjustly discriminatory and that rates 
on.grain products from Superior, W 
via lake-and-rail to Atlantic seaboa 
points are unjustly discriminatory 
compared with like rates from C 
cago; Held, That the complaint 
unjust discrimination iin lake-t: 
rail rates on grain products is 1 from « 
sustained; that as to grain traffi: of uni 
this territory the circumstances and mpose 
eonditions of transportation are ments 
substantially similar that distar fie ¥ 
must be controlling; that the rat plaint 
on grain from South Dakota, Minne- the 19 
sota and Iowa to Duluth-Superior : of the 
should not exceed the rates to M that t 
waukee or Chicago for equal dis- attemp 
tances; that the grain rates to Mil- publish 
waukee from portions of Sout cents. 
Dakota, Minnesota and Iowa should to sho 
not exceed the rates to Duluth-Su- Linwoo 
perior for equal distances; that dis- make 
tances are to be measured by Cific R: 
short line of the origmmating syst: amount 
having lines to Duluth-Superior i based» 
to Milwaukee or Chicago, the Chicago 207 
& Northwestern and the Chicago, § 
Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha being 
considered as one system, and al Ne 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Faul : IC cy 
having its own rails to Duluth; that 1911 
the Great Northern's differential Wester 
grain at Willmar as between Mir load or 
apolis and Duluth-Superior should not brooder: 
exceed 3c, and that that differential boxed, 1 
should not be exceeded from any p per ca 
on the Great Northern beyond Will ; down fl 
mar to and including Sioux City, subject 
and Yankton and Huron, S. D.; t pounds: 
adjustment to be made by redu pO 
the Duluth-Superior rates to not n einen 
: _ < : : . ditions 
than 8 cents above the present Min- s hen 
neapolis rates; that through rates the - a 
grain via the Soo line, the Northws ron car’ 
ern-Omaha system or the Milwaukee pee . 
system to Duluth-Superior via Minne- a pre 
apolis should in no case exceed stein 
rates from the same points to M ” S6cmae 
neapolis by more than 4 cents Bee 
Prayer for the establishment onesie 
through routes and joint rates " Rathe : 
Duluth-Superior via the Great North- No ta 
ern crossings denied; p 1300. mittod 7 
Swift & Co vs Missouri Pacific Railway 1912, 
Co et al. No 4072. Opinion No I rate of 
(22 IC C Rep, p —). Submitted from Bu 
28, 1911. Decided Feb 5, 1912. D and Sax 
the period covered by this comp been un 
the Missouri Pacific Railway Co criminats 
sorbed switching charges on cars « much of 
taining less-than-carload freight appears 
lots of 6,000 pounds or more, received of impo: 
from connecting carriers withi: é Which re 
switching limits of Kansas City, attack. 
destined to Missouri Pacific freight permit 
houses or warehouses and thenc 
warded to points on its line, but <a 
not absorb such switching charg yt fic Bu 
ears handled through its train 5 ' or St. Ty 
Held, That said arrangement resu/ted & Quinc 
in unjust diScrimination against tral- UI nion 
fic handled through its train yard 96). Sar 
Reparation awarded; Feb 24, p way Co. 
Switzer Lumber Co vs Alabama & Mis Rock Isl; 
sissippi Railroad Co et al. No 3513 
Opinion No 1781 (22 I C C Rep, p ‘ 
Submitted Oct 26, 1910. Decided Fe! ore vs 
12, 1912. Complainant sold ties t: ¢ ~liway 
Union Pacific Railroad Co at a Der (22 
f. o. b. Kansas City, Mo., and shi! ped a 16, 
) Comn 


ompls 


387, 
Texas Se 
Chicage 


a 
filing 





South, consigned to Union Pacific 


City, Mo., as routed, and the rates 





from certain named carriers because 


plaint as to five cars upon basis of 


that the rate actually imposed or 
attempted to be imposed was the 
published Kansas City rate of 23 
cents. No proof having been offered 


Linwood, the complainant should 
make restitution to the Texas & Pa- 


amount of the settlement as was 


Texas Seed & Floral Co vs New York, 
Chicago & St Louis Railroad Co et 


load ratings on incubators and 
brooders at second class. crated or 
boxed, minimum weight 12,000 pounds 
per carload; and, when “knocked 
down flat, boxed.”’ fifth-class rating, 
subject to a minimum of 30,000 
pounds; Held, That it is clearly 
shown that compliance with the con- 





eel —— 





em from producing points in the 


tailroad Co or its storekeeper, Lin- 
yood, Kan., care of that carrier at 
nsas City, Mo. At the junction 
int, Kansas City, the Union Pacific 
eived the ties and diverted them 
destinations other than Linwood. 
mplainant paid the published rate 

cents) from points of origin to 
ansas City and now seeks repara- 
on to basis of the division to Kan- 
s City (19 cents) of the joint rate 
pplicable from points of origin 
ough Kansas City to Linwood. 
nplainant also seeks reparation 
ised upon allegations of misrouting 
id of excessive rates and weights. 
om the facts of record, the Com- 
ission finds: (1) That the ship- 
ents not having moved in. good faith 
their billed destination, the pub- 
ed rate to Kansas City was prop- 

imposed. (2) That the allega- 
ns of misrouting, which would 
ve been material had the ship- 
ents actually moved to Linwood, 
re immaterial under the facts in 
is case, as all the cars were deliv- 
ed to the Union Pacific at Kansas 


ia all routes were the same up to 
Kansas City. (3) That complainant 
not entitled to reparation on the 
“ound of excessive weights because 
lack of positive proof that the 
eights were erroneous. (4) That 
omplainant is entitled to reparation 


unjust rates up to Kansas City 
mposed upon certain specified ship- 
ents. (5) That the Texas & Pa- 
fic Railway Co satisfied the com- 


e 19-cent division to Kansas City 
f the 24- cent rate @o Linwood; and 


show that these cars moved to 


fic Railway Co of so much of the 


based upon said division; Mar 2, p 


‘ 


No 4201. Opinion No 1887 (23 
’ C Rep, p 504). Submitted Oct 11, 
1911. Decided May 13, 1912. The 
Western Classification provides car- 





ditions upon which the lower rating 


mixed shipments of brooders and in- 
cubators. erated or boxed, ought not 


minimum weight of 24,000 pounds for 
Thr Jos Dy y P svivania 
Thropp, Joseph E., vs. ennsylva 


Railroad Co et al. No 3192. Opinion 
No 1885 (23 I C C Ren, p 497). Sub- 


from Buffalo, N. Y., to Mount Dallas 


been unreasonable or unjustly dis- 
criminatory. The view expressed that 
much of complainant’s disadvantage 
appears to be due to the adjustment 


attack. (2) The case held open to 


he 


June 1. p 1077. 


496) 


Wav 







(1) 






based is impracticable, and that 
ecarload rating upon straight or 


exceed fourth class, subject to a 


a 36-foot car. Reparation awarded; 
June 8 p 1163 


mitted Dec 6, 1911. Decided May 14, 
1912. (1) Upon the facts of record, 
rate of $1.45 per gross ton on ore 


nd Saxton, Pa., not found to have 


import rates from Philadelphia, 
hich rates the complaint failed to 


rmit a readjustment of rates cr 
filing of an amended petition; 
fie Bureau, Merchants’ Exchange 
St. Louis, vs Chicago, Burlington 
Quincey Railroad Co. No 1239. 
nion No 1786 (22 I C C Rep, p 
Same vs Missouri Pacific Rail- 
Co. No 1240. Same vs Chicago, 
Rock Island & Pacific Railway Co. 
‘o 1241, Same vs St Louis & San 
Francisco Railroad Co. No 1263. 
Same vs Missouri, Kansas & Texas 
Railway Co. No 1267. Opinion No 
1786 (22 I C C Rep, p 496). Submitted 
16, 1911. Decided Feb 5, 1912. 
Commercial elevation and trans- 
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portation elevation of grain 


{ latter schedules 
discussed, 


list of articles entitled to be shipped 
as fertilizer, but contained no list of 
articles that might be shipped as fer- 
tilizer material. 
the application of the $3.10 
shipments 
the classification 
entitled to fertilizer rates; Held, That 
legally applicable 
to complainant’s shipments, and that 
is not shown 


contained a 





opinion ex- 




































































































































Supreme Court in the Diffenbaugh and 
Updike cases transportation reference 
elevation. 


the pretext on various 


commercial 
elevation or, 
same thing, to pay through an eleva- 
commercial 


was the rate 


allowance 
elevation of his grain, and 
must accord 


the same 
unreasonable 


prejulicial. 
Complaint 


the same privilege dismissed ; 


Atchison, 
persons and at other points. 


Diffenbaugh and Updike 
as applied to the gen- 
of elevation 
Commission 


Topeka & Santa 
Opinion No 
Submitted 


sidering the 
cases together, 


class rate of 63 cents 


j00 pounds 
on shipments of iron ba 


steel bars, 





whatever might be the case, if a rail- fabricated), 
road saw fit to confine its payment to 

Mississippi 
transportation of the grain, 
makes this 
elevator under such 


applicable 


allowance originating 


! shipments 
circumstances as 


Pittsburgh, 
production 

River found 
unjustly discriminatory. 


Mississippi 


commercial elevaion, extend the same unreasonable 


other elevators sim- 


eases struck 
orders entered requiring sheets and structural 


defendants ricated), prescribed for future; March 


100 pounds 
the payment of elevation or transfer 


Washburn-Crosby Milling Co, 
allowance 


, Opinion No 
actually passing through the eleva- Submitted 

r Demurrage 
Transportation Bureau unreasonabdle 
because not assessed 
age demurrage plan; 
circumstances 
the rule prescribed by the defendant 
unreasonable. 


Francisco I 
Opinion No 1902 (23 I C C Rep, 
Submitted 


That un- 


, Complaint 
transportation dismissed: 

Washington Public Service Commission 
Arkansas 


unreasonable Service Commission, 
Wells-Higman 
Mountain & 


themselves, 
criminatory compared 
commodities 
points of origin to 
June 15, p 1191. 
Transportation Bureau 


Southern Railway 


Hutchinson, Kan.; I C C Rep, p 288). Submitted March 


of the City of 94 cents 
transportation 
carloads from Wynne, Ark.. 
via Texarkana, Tex., 
have been unreasonable 
cents rer 


pounds for the 


Francisco Railroad Co et al. 
Opinion No 
Submitted 
Decided May 
for transportation of dried and ¢evap- 
orated fruits in 
Arkansas 
Louis & San Franzisco 
Wichita, Kan., found unduly discrim- 
compared 
same commodities from 
of origin to 


it exceeded 
Reparation 
carloads from Cement Co 
et al vs Missouri Pacific et al. 
Ashgrove Lime 
Co, ete., p 1186.) 
Wheeler Lumber, Bridge & Supply 
at vs St Louis, Iron Mountain & souta- 
Hutchinson, 
Opinion No 
Submitted 
cided May 7 


100 pounds 


Cleveland, 
Cincinnati, Chicago & 
way Co et al. 
1808 (23 I C C Rep, p 1). 
Oct 16, 1911. 
Complainants 


Rate of 11% cents 
transporta- 
in carloads from 


Ovinion No 
Submitted 
Decidea March 11, 1912. 
owners and unreasonable 
points in Indiana and Illinois, on _the 


Louis to Des Moines of 9% 
line of the principal defendant. 


adjustment 
latter points being found 
the proper adjustment 
City and Des Moines: 


complainants’ competi*ors 


between Kan- 
producing 
Whiteland Canning Co vs Pittsburgh, 
St T.ouis Rail- 
Ovinion No 

Submitted 


Cincinnati. Chicago & 


through rate from point of origin to 
destination. defendant 
tariffs and 

in the through 
refuses to grant like rates, or to al- 
low any trangit privilege at Chicago, 
complainants’ 
its purpose being 
grain to its own line in orde 


1784 (22 I C C Rep, p 261). 
Advanced applicable 
evaporated 
Whiteland, Ind.. to points in Central 
Association 
found to be 
restored; Jan 

Canning Co 
Chicago & 


hold such Old rates or- 


Whiteland 


Pittsburgh, 
Cincinnati, 


St Louis Rail- 
Heid. That L Opinion No 
constitutes discrimination 

against complainants from which the 


refpsons stated 
earrier should 


in the report herein, 
hearing denied; 
Transportation Bureau 
Francisco 
Transportation 


Virginia-Carolina 
Coast Line Railroad Co. 
Opinion No 1764 (22 I C C Rep, 

Submitted 5 
Decided Jan 


Defendant 
maintained 


é from Charleston, xe 
to Gainesville, Fla., commodity rates 
ton on fertilizer and 


Willman & Co vs St Louis, Iron Moun- 

tain & Southern Railway 
Opinion No 1766 
Submitted 





in each case by the provisions of the 


1 of 18 cents for the transportation cf 
classification and exceptions y 


watermelons from Blodgett, 





St. Louis, Mo., via an interstate against others, they do not subject general counsel, Rock Island (with po. 
route, not found to have been wn- this complainant to undue discrimi- trait); p 1014. cer: 
reasonable. Complaint dismissed; ation; March 16, p 487. ; Discrimination by Cincinnati Souther 
Feb 24, p 348. Wood-Mosaic Flooring & Lumber Co Protest of Commercial Organizations 
Wisconsin Pulp Wood Co vs Great vs Louisville & Nashville Railroad Co. Cincinnati; p 33. 
Northern Railway Co. No 3981. No 4077. Opinion No 1176 (22 I C C |} Discrimination; In grain rates not show 
Opinion No 1804 (22 I C C Rep, 594). Rep, p 458). Submitted Oct 10, 1911. I C C decision; p 1075. 
Submitted Sept 25, 1911. Decided Decided Feb 5, 1912. Defendant | Discrimination not shown; Coal rates; I 
Feb 5, 1912. Rates on pulp wood from charged 7.7 cents per 100 pounds on C decision; p 979. 
Minnesota producing points tv Su- logs from McLeans Spur, Ky., to]|Distance Tariffs; Rates based on actu 
perior, Wis., found to be unreason- Louisville, Ky., said to have beeen travel (Legal); p 803. 
able, and reasonable rates prescribed shipped with the understanding. that | pistribution; Damages for; I C C de 
for the future; March 23, p 5b. refund would be made to basis of 5 sion; p 821. 
Wisconsin State Millers’ Association vs cents upon proof that the manufac- | pistribution of Coal Cars; p 355. 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St Paul Rail- tured product had been reshipped via | pjistribution Plan: Coal Car; Judge Lan 
way Co et al. No 4465. Opinion No defendant's line. The inbound ship- denies injunction; p 370. 
1884 (23 I C C Rep, p 494). Submitted ments moved during period from | pniversion: Carrier’s Liability in Obey 
March 18, 1912. Decided April 8, May, 1907, to September, 1908, but Consignor’s Instructions (Legal): 
1912. The withdrawal of proportional earrier failed to establish the rate 1349 . . 
rates on grain and grain needucts contended for until October, 1908. Diverted Shipments: Initial carrier’s lia- a 
from Kansas City, Omaha and Coun- All outbound movements were made bility unabated (Legal) : p 362. rders 
cil Bluffs to certain milling points subsequently to October, 1909; Held, Diverted Shipments; Measure of damages trie | 
in central and eastern Wisconsin, That the intervening period was un-~ C egal): p 219 chet \utome 
leaving local rates only in effect. reasonably long. The Commission Division of Semociehs Rates: On company vell- 
held not to result in any unlawful adheres to its policy of refusing to material (Legal); p 467. ; Elevation 
discrimination in favor of Chicago authorize retroactive application of Division Sheet; Right of shipper to « ne-fou 
and Milwaukee millers; June 1,; p transit privileges unless for the pur- mand (Legal); p 362 ; : levation 
1075. , pose of removing a discrimination; I sew Georne 'D vice-president “a t. Louw 
Wolf, Fred W., Co vs Mallory Steam- March 2, p 388. sylvania Railroad with portrait) mievation 
shin Co et al. No 4482. Opinion ae Deduction for Moisture; Based on weight 1238 “ ee I ring 
1882 (23 I C C Rep, p 490). Submittec (Legal): p 416. meee a ee eae Sa Elevation 
March 1, 1912. Decided May 7, 1912. |Delano, F. A., president Wabash; Address ae ge Pg ling! L poe iy igh mand, Elevation 
The commodity shipped trom New before convention of Commercial Asso- Do veil, J “A. 2 su ermgendent "frei; Elevation 
York, N. -Y., to Pearsall, Tex., was ciations of Michigan; p 790. gyn Fg OF «I Shen: St Louis and ievation 
granulated cork, and the first-class Delay; Damages for, in transportation A reves ee ‘ é >: “ih in, 852 
rate of $1.72 per 100 pounds should| anq delivery (Legal); p 255. Cccehine aa eames “toe Tg ai Elevation 
have been applied instead oi rate |pelay in Transportation and Delivery; . yase — _ ot oa7 oe ape decision 
, ef 4) sar 100 pounds. applicable (Aen “ P ay published (Legal); p 297. fet ; i aa 
of $3.44 per 1 ! » #P) Damages for (Legal); p 1228. Drise a as te 3 } argo: 
ie sings nara ti ; , ne riscoll, H. D., traffic commissioner ‘| 
to cork shavings. Reparation | Delays, Hay, To Inquire About; p 764. gg Sao ay Pima hema OR? count 
awarded. June 1, p 1078. Delivery at Wrong Place; Carrier liable peal Mites: Mee mato cee . 421. cision; | 
Wood Alan Iron & Steel Co vs Penn- (Legal); p 802. : : Z Dunn, Col. B, W Report on ‘Safe H - provers 
svivania Railroad Co et al. No 4340. |Delivery by Water Carriers; What con- dling of Explosives; p 764 = road vi 
Opinion No 1910 (24 I C C Rep, p 27). stitutes (Legal); p 297. - ” . ; ‘ ck; p 
Submitted Feb. 8, 1912. Decided June |Delivery; Carrier not required to make i= E ployers 
3, 1912. Complaint attacks certain on competitor’s line (Legal); p 860. EDITORIAL: Employes, 
features of the uniform demurrage | Delivery; Carrier not required to make on Alaska: Bill for construction of rail- : ‘ Bs ompan 
code. Carriers have voluntarily elim- private siding in absence of instructions roads in; p 813. ° sm] loyes, 
inated the provision for separating (Legal); p 296. Building for the Interstate Commerc free tre 
ears under the average agreement |Delivery; Damages for delay in (Legal); Commission; p 49. ' mS pe. 
into (a) box cars. including refrig-| p Capitalizing Good Nature; p 485. "Enoieaal 
erator cars, and (b) freight cars of Car, How Big Is a 50-Foot? p 813. Sonismenl 
all other descriptions. That being the Car Rental Charges: Illinois Commis- ; “quipmen 
only change which, under this com- sion defines status; p 297. : 7 wt : 
plaint, we would order. complaint dis- Chicago Transportation Associatio! -quipmen 
missed; June 22, p 1256. , 
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255. . 

Delivery, Improper; Carmack amendment 
may be invoked (Legal); p 1085. 

Delivery; Lex Fori Determines Matters 
Relating to (Legal); p 1349. 

Delivery Limits: Right of express com- 

Wood, Alan, Iron & Steel Co vs Penn- panies to establish (Legal); p 1085. 
sylvania Railroad Co et al. No 4254. |Delivery; Notice governed Error, Gan 
Opinion No 1793 (22 I C C Rep. p 540). place (Legal); p 802. Claims; Loss and damage; p 431. pers’ o~ 
Submitted Feb 8, 1912. Decided | Delivery; Notice to of G.egal); p 670. Clements, Judson C., Completes 20 Years Error Che 
March 4, 1912. (1) Complainant owns | Delivery; Trimming in vessels a part of; as Commissioner; p 523. go iF 
and operates a modern steel plat in I C C decision; p 340. Classification; p 1183. Nomen. Not 
the Schuylkill Valley in Pennsylvania. | Delivery; Two Stations of Same Name; p Classification, Western; Selfishnes . 
Interchange tracks were constructed 70. 

under agreements between complain- |Delivery; What constitutes? (Legal); 


New Quarters; p 1291. Erie mak. 
Claims, Overcharge; Some Causes i coal ten 
by law of Cures; p 867. , 


Cour 
manifested; p 1059. Bevanannl 
p Classification, Western; Status of bi! decision) 
ant and defendants, some of them on 70. ing twine: p 190. oo nm) 
land of complainant, some of them |Delivery; Wrong; Responsibility of car- Classification, Western; Suspension of (Legal): 
on land of defenilants, an! some of riers when goods. are misdirected p 270. Expense t 
them partly on tie lanl of «»mpiain- (Legal); p 752. Classification, Western; What is a goo ic Lens 
ant and partly on tuat of !-fencants, |Demurrage; Revised Rules; p 1346 package? p 189. Expe aca 
at the joint »xnense of complainant | pDemurrage, Uniform Attacked (I C C de- Classification; Wooden silos; p 189. s0ads aa 
and defendants, and with (the tunder- cision; p 1256. Commerce Court on Trial; p 523. Experts Pp 
standing that complainant would Go | Demurrage: Commerce Court, Fairness Toward; p wav Sion 
its own switching te and from those Accruing on Account of Embargo: not 1183. Explosives: 
interchange tracks. Complaimant unreasonable; I C C decision; p 716. Commission, Powers as Defined by Su- Export p 8, 
asks that defendants be» required to Association Meets; American Associa- preme Court Decisions; p 767. ential: T 
perform the switching ‘o and ‘trom tion meets at San Francisco: p 999. Commission’s Recommendations; p | Export Cr 
loading and unloading points in the Charge Covering Fraction ‘of Day Equipment, Demands for; p 597. zes whi 
plant or make an allowance to com- (Legal): p 417. . Express Companies; Bill to place unde: : ; 
plainant for performing that service. Charge imposed to secure prompt re- control of Commission; p 713. 
(2) At some steel plants in the lease of car (Legal): p 361 Express Traffic; Less profitable t 
Schuylkill Valley which are compet- Charges reasonable (IC C decision): ; passenger; p 369. 
itors of complainant, defendants per- 316. 391 ’ Fitting the Load to the Car: p 767 
form the switching service; at other Duty of shipper or consignee to pay Heavy Weights and Light Shipper 
plants it is performed in par by de- (Legal): p 361 > 1291. dissimilay 
fendants and in part by the owners Empty Cars; Does not apply on I C C Jealousy of Competitive Cities; p 26: n e 
of the plant, and at still other pian's decision: Pp 1153. : Jurisdiction Over Electric Lines; p ox pi ria" 
it is performed by the owners of the ee time urider Rule 5- p 219 Language, the Way It Grows; p 97 Express C 
plant to and from inte’ change High Rate Promotes Efficiency: p 56 Long and Short Haul; Section 4 m $ issemble- 
tracks; Held, That complainant has LCI Shipments: Cars subject to rules work; p 485. express Ch 
a right to demand that so long as * (Legal): p 107... ass : . Motor Trucks, Service of ; 1013. 794 : 
a ee ee oe in Pacific Coast Report: p 247. Casen Freight Prospects Optimisti Express (x 
= . - Yla oc are j -j racke ovo. ontre 
Valley territory they shall perform Placement of cars on industrial tracks Ortimistic Outlook for the Year; p 7 “e's 
the same service for complaimant, (Legal); Pp 1084. i Order of Commission; Lack of in sill 
but that under the facts in this case, Rates Suspended; p 472. - oe and tap line caes; p 1013. ngton J 
complainant must exercise its right Rules , Amended; State Commission of Packing Goods for Export; p 933. Bupreas < 
to terminate the agreements which it Florida; p34. Panama Canal; The tax of high tvlls; (Legal) = 
entered into for the construction of Uniform Code; Difference Between and p 369. , Express in 
the interchange tracks and make _Car Service Rules (Legal); p 563. é Principles Governing Railway Rat: I ; di ve fe r 
proper refund to defendants of sums Uniform Code; National Industrial Traf- 117. Exp: Mak 
thus expended by them for that pur- _fic League proposes changes; p 513. Publicity Is Educational; Western (\as- sj ~ 
pose which would not have been ex- Uniform; Proposed Rules; p 795, Sification; p 227. Exp) 
pended if defendants were to do the |Denver Rates from Minneapolis Ordered 
switching, before it ean be heard to Lowered; I C C decision; p 130. 
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n issue 
Rate Difficulties, A Solution of ; 1 tur? yr 
‘ E ! : Raw Material vs. Finished Produ: J (Legal): , 
complain of unjust discrimination or |Destination; Owner changing liable for 1237. Express CG 

to demand reparation; Held further, full freight (Legal); p 218. ton: «ae 
That without finding or even sug- |Destination; Right of owner to : Express’ C 
gesting that switching allowances (Legal); p 582. Signal Systems in Indiana to Be AY etter 
made by one of the defendants at | Differentials; Baltimore’s Victory; p 1339. 


P 186 
i proved by State Commission; p & Express Co 
Pittsburgh and at Johnstown, Pa., | Differential Rates, Boston Export and Springfield, Ill., Establishes Freight Charges: ’ 
are lawful, or that they may not Import (I C C decision); pp 1240, 1249. Bureau; p 269. xpress D 
constitute undue discrimination 'Dillard, Frank C., - vice-president and Standardizing Equipment; p 1097. mission ~ 
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f> p 597. 
ables of the Railways; p 1237. 
iation, Physical; p 683. 
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Pp 369. 
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ons; p 683. 
| ngs; August reports show loss; p 66. 
! Erie gains in anthracite coal 
ZS; D , 
Railway Wages and; p 645. 
ic Lines, Jurisdiction Over (Edit): 
I C C decision; p 88. 
I ri Railway Control, By Commis- 
ner Judson C. Clements; p 571. 
ric Railways; Georgia commission 
ers improved service; p 213. 
ric Trucks (Illustrated): 
tomatic Transportation Co., p 808. 
vell-Parker, pp 1285, 1286. 
ition; Agreement that railroads pay 
-fourth cent per bushel; p 667. 
Elevation, Alleged Discrimination Against 
St. Louis; I C C decision; p 378. 
E ition Charges; Commission to 
earing; p 486. 
tion Hearing Adjourns; p 916. 
Elevation Order Appealed; p 590. 
jevation Orders; Postponement of; p 757. 
jievation Practices Hearing at Washing- 
f 852; Chicago, 957: Omaha, 1008. 
ation Preferences Condemned; I C C 
lecision; p 15. 
‘mbargo; Demurrage charges accruing on 
count of not unreasonable; I C C de- 
cision; p 716. 
Employers’ Liability; Supreme Court takes 
broad view in Northern Pacific vs. Bab- 
*k; p 105. 
ployers’ Liability Bill; p 359. 
Smployes, Railway, Experts of Appliance 
Companies Not; p 758. 
Employes, Restaurant; 
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Squipment, Demands for (Editorial); p 

Equipment, Standardizing (Editorial); p 
trie makes largest gain on anthracite 

al tonnage; p 72 

Error, Carriers’, in Quoting Rates; Ship- 
pers’ remedy (Legal); p 1047. 

irror Charged to Commission in Salt 
Cases; p 915. 

Error Not Sufficient to Annul; Commerce 
Court decision; p 1212. 

Iscanaba (Mich.) Not a Lake Port (IC C 
decision); pp 945, 1250. 

cxcess Charges; Through Misdirection 

_ (Legal); p 753. 

Expense Bills; National Industrial Traf- 
_fic League report; p 518. 

Expenses, Receipts and, for January, Rail- 
_road; pp 584, 755. 

Experts of Appliance 


Companies Not Rail- 
; Employes; p 758. 
“xplosives, Safe Handling of; pp 250, 764. 


way 


Export and Import Rates, Boston Differ- 
ential; I C C decision; pp 1240, 1249. 
Export Grain Rates; Commission author- 


izes Canadian Pacific to file rates from 
points of origin through United States; 
p 100. 

xport Business, What Constitutes; p 758. 
xX 


pry oxy 


port, Packing Goods for (Editorial); 
pp 933. 967. 

Export Rates; To Liverpool and Bristol, 
lissimilarity not justified; I C C deci- 
sion; p 1070. 

Exports, Chicago, Variety of; p 1221. 


express 


Cases, 
issemble; 


Commission Re- 
p 1283. 

ress Charges; Companies may refund: 
794, 
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Companies; 
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Commission 


: to place under 
control (Editorial); p 


Express Companies; Case against (Wash- 


ington Letter); p 228. 

Express Companies Common Carriers 
(Legal); p 468. 

Express Companies; Right to establish 
_aelivery limits (Legal); p 1085. 

Express Companies; Statistics; Commis- 
Sion issues report; p 466. 

Express Company; Liability of, for re- 
turn of money in C. O. D. shipments 
(Legal); p 255. 

“xpress Company, Adams, Not a Corpora- 
— p 851. 

morons Company, American, Indicted; 
» 786. 


Express Company Cannot Refund Prepaid 
Charges; p 1239. 

Express Delivery, Free; Missouri com- 
mission investigates demands for; p 256. 
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Express Franks; Inquiry Into; p 1350. 

Express Hearing; pp 223, 405, 447. 

— Investigation; Why postponed; p 
578. 

oxpress; Louisiana Adopts New Scale of 
Rates; p 40. e 

Express Rate Bill Reported; p 684. 

Express Rates; Committees appointed to 


report to Commission; p 228 
Express Rates; Hearing; p 228. 


Express Rates Reduced in Indiana; p 254. 

Express; South Carolina Commission Re- 
verses Former Ruling on Rates. 

Express Statistics’ (Washington 
p 432. 

Express Traffic; Less profitable than pas- 


Letter); 


senger (Editorial); p 369. 

Express Valuation; Parol evidence or- 
dinarily inadmissible to vary: (Legal); 
p 297. 


Eyman, Frank P., 
manager, 
with 


assistant freight traffic 
Chicago & Northwestern; 
portrait; p 1293. 


F 

Facilities, Carriers Must Furnish 
I C C decision; p 990. 

Fans, Rates on, Hearing; p 956. 


Equal; 


Fares Applicable to Passengers Discon- 
tinuing Journeys (Conference Ruling); 
p 856. 


Farm Wagon Rate; Lawfully 


applicable; 
IC C decision; p 392. 


Fertilizer Rate is Legal; I C C decision; 
p 339. 

Flax Rates; Commission to investigate; 
p 372. 

Flaxseed Rates; Advance not unreason- 


able; I C C decision; p 898. 
Flaxseed Rates; Suspension of; _p 1185. 
Flood; Rate to apply in blockade (Legal); 
p 860. 
Florida: 

Conflict of rates; State commission rules 
in favor of lowest rate in case of con- 
flict; p 39. 

Demurrage; 
code; p 34. 

Florida East Coast; Cost of Key West line 
not to be made up in advanced rates; 
p 669. 


State commission amends 


Flour Rates;, Minneapolis to Chicago; 
Hearing; p 914. 

Flour Rates to Coast; p 487. 

Foreign Ports, Jurisdiction Over Ship- 


ments Moving Into (Legal); p 43. 

Foreign Trade; Bulletin of Bureau 
Manufactures; p 666. 

Forwarding Shipment via Cheaper Route 
(Legal); p 468. 

Free Transportation (Conference Ruling); 
Pp Soo. 

Free Transportation; Instructor in use of 
boiler compounds (Conference Ruling); 
p 576. 

Free Transportation of Instructors (Con- 
ference Ruling); p 855. 

Free Transportation; Restaurant employes 
not entitled (Conference Ruling); p 577. 

Freezing in Transit; Measure of damages 
(Legal); p 219. 

Freight and Baggage, Handling by Motor 
Trucks (illustrated); p 1285. 

Freight Westbound; Increase; p 288. 

Fresh Meat Rates Suspended: p 760. 

Fruit Jobbers, Association Advises; p 764. 

Fruit Rate Order Enjoined by Commerce 
Court; p 34. 

Fruit Rates Reduced, California; p 298. 

Fruit Rates; Reparation Disallowed; I C C 
decision; p 847. 

Fruits, Citrus; Commission suspends pre- 
cooling tariff; p 258. 

Fruits; Shippers permitted to precool; I C 
C decision; p 849. 

Full-Crew Law; Indiana trainmen appeal; 
p 476. 

Furniture Rates; Hearing; p 461. 


of 


Galveston Wants Low Rates; p 697. 

Gateway, Sacramento, Closed; I C 
cision; p 784. 

Georgia: 
Electric Railways: State commission or- 

ders improved service; p 213. 

Terminal Facilities at Macon; p 57 

Girder Rates; Not unreasonable; I 
decision; p 383. 

Glass Manufacturers Own Road; p 501. 

Glass, Window; Rates Upheld; I C C deci- 
sion; p 338. 

Glucose and Corn Rates; 
complain; p 1042. 

Glucose Rate to Coast; Complaint 
missed; I C C decision; p 686. 

Glucose Rates, Export and Domestic: I. 
Cc. C. decision; p 1298. 

Glucose Rates; Hearing in Iowa case; p 
580. 

Goetzmann, A. W., secretary, Millers’ Na- 
tional Federation, gives account of tran- 
sit hearing; p 251. 


C de- 


5. 


oS < 


Iowa interests 


dis- 


Goods Misdirected; Responsibility of Car- 
riers for Wrong Delivery (Legal); p 752. 

Gulf, Colorado & Santa Fe vs W. R. Den- 
nis; Supreme Court decision (see under 
Supreme Court); p 950. 

Grain, Color Test; p 470. 

Grain; Competition forces transit 
leges; I C C decision; p 1029. 

Grain Door Equipment; Indiana commis- 
sion issues order; p 919. 

Grain Doors; Allowances for must be set 
out in carrier’s tariffs (Legal); p 923. 
Grain; Milling in transit should be per- 

mitted; I C C decision; p 1156. 
Grain Rate Relationship Prescribed; I. C. 
C. decision); 1322. 


privi- 


Grain Rates; Duluth-Superior; I C. C. 
decision; p 1300. 
Grain; Rebilling and reshipping at Nash- 


ville; Commerce Court decision; p 1206. 

Grand Rapids, Mich.; Inquiry into com- 
plaints against carriers: p 918. 

Grate Bars, Not Furnace Castings; I C C 
decision; p 846. 

Great Northern ‘Drunken With Profits ;”’ 


p of. 
Grain Rates; Argument in Southwestern 
Millers’ Club vs Missouri, Kansas & 


Texas; p 106. 

Grain Rates, Export; Commission author- 
izes Canadian Pacific to file rates from 
point of origin through United States; 
p 100. 

Grain Rate; Case of Baltimore 
of Commerce vs Baltimore & 
gued; p 71. 

Grain; Rate Unreasonable; I C C decision; 


Chamber 
Ohio ar- 


p 1158. 

Grain Rates; Discrimination Not Shown; 
I C C decision; p 1075. 

Grain Rate Advance Disallowed; I C C 
decision; p 137. 

Grain Rates; Rival cities contend; p 289. 

Grain Rates Baltimore complaint dis- 


missed; p 574. 
Grain Rates; Omaha’s 
I C C decision; p 717. 
Grain Rates, Hearing; p 956. 
Grain, Seed; Carriers rebate charges on; 


advantage small; 


p 422. 
H 
Handling Freight; Smith, S. H., traffic 
manager, Sierra Railway of California, 
Says agents are lax; p 56. 
Hardware Men Refused a Rehearing on 
Rate Readjustment in Texas; p 79. 
Hardwood Rate Prescribed; I C C deci- 


sion; p 332. 
Haul, Local; Shippers should pay for; I C 
C decision; p 897. 


Hay Rates; Carload, Suspension of; p 507. 
Hay Rates from Wisconsin, Hearing; p 
911. 


Hay Rates; Lower prescribed; I C C de- 
cision; p 395. 

Hearings before Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Costs for (Legal); p 1085. 

Heavy Weights and Light Shippers; edi- 
torial; p 1291. 

Hide Rates, Wool and; Arguments before 
Commission; p 99. 

Hirdler, Carl, traffic manager, Sligo Iron 
Store Co, St. Louis, Mo.; p 573. 

Hodgdon, William, freight traffic manager, 


Pennsylvania Lines; p 52. 
Hoist Power; on Motor Trucks; illus- 
trated; p 1352. 


Honesty Pays; p 1286. 

Hours of Service, Argument on; p 961. 
Hours of Service; Commission amends 
rules; p 1174. 
Hours of Service; 

suits; p 473. 
Hours of Service; Hearing; p 917. 


Commission institutes 


Hours of Service; Indiana trainmen ap- 
peal; p 476. , 
Hours of Service: Penalty imposed for 


overtime; p 462. 

Household Goods; Free transportation of 
(Conference Ruling); p 576. 

Humboldt Steamship Co vs _ Interstate 
Commerce Commission; Supreme Court 
decision (see under Supreme Court); p 
951. 

I 


Iced Refrigerator Cars Not Used (Confer- 





ence Ruling); p 855. 

Icing Facilities; Should be provided; I C 
C decision; p 272. 

Icing Rates and Regulations Must Be 
p 1228. 
Reasonable (Legal); p 963. 


Illinois: 
Car Rental Charges; State commission 
defines status of (Editorial); p 227 


aal. 


Distribution of Coal Cars; p 355. 


Icing; Rates must be reasonable (Legal); 
Long and Short Haul; State commission 
allows 90 days’ grace: p 183. 
Minimum Carload Weights; State com- 
mission postpones action; p 80. 


per. 


26 





Rental Charges, Car; State commission 
vetoes; p 261. 

Sand Rates; Carriers withdraw; p 686. 

Springfield Establishes Freight Bureau 
(Editorial) p 269. 

Immigration; Railroads aid; Conference at 
Baltimore; p 79. 

Import Rates; Disadvantages due to ad- 
justment of from Philadelphia; I C C 
decision; p 1077. 

Import and Export Rates, Boston Differ- 
ential (I CC decision); pp 1240, 1249. 
Income, Net; Decrease in January; p 714. 

Indiana: 

Class Rates; p 498. 

Express Rates Reduced; p 254. 

— Laws; Trainmen appeal; p 

6. 

Grain Door Equipment; State commis- 
sion issues order; p 919. 

Grain Dealers Meet; p 1174. 

New Albany; Complains of rates from 
—_— and southeastern points; p 

Rates, Local, Declared Unjust to Ship- 
pers; p 352. 

Signal systems to be approved by state 
commission (Editorial); p 85. 

Trainmen Appeal to Interstate and 
State Commissions; p 476. 

-s  e Rates Upheld; I C C decision; 

$25. 

Indictments in Lumber Cases; p 502. 

Initial Carrier; Liability of; Supreme 
Court decision; p 794. 

Inspection Allowed by Law (Legal) p 710. 

Instructor in Use of Boiler Compounds; 
Free transportation of (Conference Rul- 
ing); p 576. 

Instructors, Free Transportation of (Con- 
ference Ruling); p 855. 

Interchange Tracks; What constitutes 
placement of car upon (Legal); p 1084. 

Intermountain Rate Cases Restored; p 751. 

International Commission; p 118. 

International Railroad Commission; p 92. 

Interstate Commerce Commission Cases 
Decided in Which Appeal Has Been 
Taken to Courts—Review by James R. 
Schurz; p 25. 

Interstate Traffic; Lake port shipments; 
p 1217. 

Iowa: 

Glucose Case; Hearing; p 580. 

Rates; Complaint of Des Moines; p 658. 

Sheep Rates; Minimum on fat cattle to 
apply when shipped in double-decked 
cars; p 295. 

Ives, D. O., Corrects Report; p 297. 

Irish Manufacturers Complain of Ameri- 
can Rates on Tobacco; p 244. 

Iron and Steel Rates Prescribed; I C C 
decision; p 393. 

Iron Articles, C. L. and L. C. L., Youngs- 
town, O., to Monroe, N. C., and Mones- 
sen, Pa., to Lawrenceville, Va., not dis- 
criminatory; p 154. 

Iron Ore; Rates condemned by Pittsburgh 
Chamber of Commerce; p 109. 

Iron Ore Rates Intricate; p 859. 


J 


James, Francis B., alleges rate discrimi- 
nation has prevented growth of Cincin- 
nati; p 589. 

Jealousy of Competitive Cities (Editorial) ; 
p 269. 

Jeffery, Edward T., president, Western 
Pacific; chairman, Denver & Rio 
Grande; Address before Traffic Club of 
Pittsburgh; p 693. 

Johnson, L. E., president, Norfolkk & 
Western Conservatism Growing; p. 23. 

Johnston, J. H., assistant to president, M. 
78. G. Ry.; District commissions; p 


Joint Duty Not Owed; Commerce Court 
decision; p 1212. 
ee As to Alaska (Editorial); p 


Jurisdiction; Commission has none over 
—— for delayed damage (Legal); p 

Jurisdiction; Commerce Court assumes 
over reparation cases; p 284 

Jurisdiction; Commerce Court; Argument 
on; 355. 

Jurisdiction, Commission Lacks on Intra- 
state Service; I C C decision; p 144. 

Jurisdiction of Commerce Court (Supreme 
Court decision); pp 1268, 1276. 

Jurisdiction; Judge Landis refuses in salt 
case; p 1040. 

Jurisdiction; None over company that is 
not a common carrier; I C C decision; 


1190. 
Juetediction Over Electric Lines (Edito- 
rial); p 85; I C C decision; p 88. 
Jurisdiction Over Shipments Moving Into 
Foreign Ports (Legal); p 43. 
Jurisdiction, State or Federal (Washing- 
ton Letter); p 271. 





K 
Kansas: 
Oil Rates Attacked; p 295. 
Rates; State commission seeks to secure 
reduction; p 644. 
Salt Rate; State commission complains 
of; p 112. 
Kentucky: 
Coal; Southern and L. & N. must move 
under filed tariffs; p 357. 
Lexington Organizes Traffic Bureau; p 
272 


ala. 
Key West Line; Cuts cost out of rates; 

p 669. 
Krake, Horace G., commissioner, Busi- 
ness Men’s League, St. Joseph, Mo.; 
Fourth Section Holds First Place; p 23. 


‘. 

Lemon Rate; Advance Denied; I C C deci- 
sion; p 622. 

Lemon Rate; Carriers to ask Commerce 
Court to review; p 119. 

Lemon Rate Reduced; I C C decision; p 
10, 

Liability; Employers’ Bill; p 359. 

Liability; For full freight; Owner chang- 
ing destination (Legal); p 218. 

Liability of Initial Carrier (Supreme 
Court decisions); p 794. 

Liability; Initial Carrier’s; on fruits and 
vegetables frozen en route (Legal); p 
710. 

Liability, Joint; Connecting carriers, for 
damaged shipments (Legal); p 922. 

Liability; Of express company for return 
of money in C. O. D. shipments (Legal); 
p 256. 

Lighterage; Charge on melons; p 295. 

Litigation; Discouraging; p 1045. 

Lime; Lower minimum prescribed; I C C 
decision; p 900. 

Limitation of Overcharge Claims (Legal); 

580 

Limitation of Reparation Claims; p 421. 

Limitation; Right of action for recovery 
of overcharge (Legal); p 416. 

Limitations, Statute of; Claim barred by; 
I C C decision; p 388. 

Limitations, Statute of: Bars claim in 
two years (Legal); p 582. 

Live Stock Rates; Commission Declines 
to modify decision; I C C decision; p 
1141. 

Live Stock Rates; New Joint; I C C de- 
cision; p 346. ° 

Limestone Rates; Not shown to have 
been unreasonable; I C C decision; p 
1159. 

Load, Fitting to the Car (Editorial); p 
767. 

Loading and Unloading, Carrier May 
Charge for (Legal); p 1282. 

Loading and Unloading Devices; p 1051. 

Local Haul; Shippers should pay for; I C 
C decision; p 897. 

Locomotives, Cars and; Resolution asking 
Commission to investigate efficiency of 
shops in repairing introduced in Con- 
gress; p 65. 

Long and Short Haul; Application for re- 
lief of Denver & Rio Grande denied; 
I Cc C decision; p 984. 

Long and Short Haul; California Com- 
missioners hold hearing; p 422. 

Long and Short Haul; Carriers seek relief 
on lumber at Ohio River crossings; p 
287. 

Long and Short Haul; Commission ad- 
heres to decision in Spokane case; I C 
C decision; p 1016. 

Long and Short Haul: Commission denies 
Southern Pacific relief on traffic between 
Portland and San Francisco; p 299. 

Long and Short Haul; Commodity rates 
allowed in Nevada and Arizona cases; 
I Cc C decision; p 1017. 

Long and Short Haul; Controversy on 
lumber rates involves; p 455. 

Long and Short Haul; Louisville Trans- 
portation Club discusses; p 215. 

Long and Short Haul; Portland and San 
Francisco; I C C decision; p 317. 

Long and Short Haul; Section 4 makes 
work (Editorial); p 4865. 

Long and Short Haul; Senator La Follette 
would strike out proviso ‘in special 
cases;’’ p 221. 

Long and Short Haul, Southern Pacific 
Order Modified (I C C decision); p 1254. 

Long and Short Haul; Supplementing the 
(Editorial); p 972. 

Loss and Damage Claims; Plan to reduce; 
>» 423. 

tee of Coal in Transit; Liability for (Le- 
gal); p 1084. 

Lost Shipments, Is Carrier Entitled to 
Freight Charges on? (Legal); p 42. 

Louisiana: 

Express; State commission prescribes 
new schedule of rates; p 40. 
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Injunction against state commission 


dissolved; p 359. 

Rates, Texas; Attacked by state com- 
mission; p 100. 

Shreveport Case; p 599. 


Lumber and Lath Rates; Commerce Court 


decision; p 1210. 


Lumber Cases; Indictments in; p 502. 
Lumber Cases; Supreme Court Reverses 


decision of Circuit’ Court and sustains 
finding of Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission; p 93. 


Lumber Cases; Supreme- Court sustains 


Commission and reverses Circuit Court; 
p 93. 


Lumber; Milling in transit; pp 658, 693. 
Lumber Misrouting Not Shown; I C C de- 


cision; p 625. 


Lumber Rates; Adjustment of; I C C 


decision; p 1155. 


Lumber--Rates, Cypress; Unreasonable; I 


C C decision; p 838. 


Lumber Rates; Inquiry into; p 1225. 
Lumber Rates; Joint and 


Through 
Routes Restored; I. C. C. decision; p 
1315. 


Lumber Rates; Louisville given readjust- 


ment; I C C decision; p 126. 


Lumber Rates; Mississippi to Cairo, IIl., 


History of; I C C decision; p 528. 


Lumber Rates; Sioux City wants to re- 


duce; p 1045. 


Lake and Rail Rates; Contest on; p 965. 
Lake Cargo Coal; Supreme Court decision; 


p 1219. 


Lake Port Shipments Interstate Traffic; 


p 1217. 


Language, The Way it Grows (Edit); p 


971. 


C L Shipments; Cars for, subject to 
demurrage rules (Legal); p 107. 


Leather Rates Not Unreasonable; I C C 


decision; p 626. 


Leased Car System; not necessarily il- 


legal; I C C decision; p 272 


LEGAL: 


Act of God; meaning of; p 923. 

Agent, Carrier’s: Published rate appli- 
cable, notwithstanding misrepresenta- 
tion; p 504. 

Agent for Carrier May not Act as Agent 
for Shipper; p 503. 

Agent, Liability of; on Refused Ship- 
ments; p 860. 

Arrival of Goods; Notice by Carriers; p 
178, 

Billing; Local, to avoid higher through 
rate; p 362. 

Bill of Lading; Conclusiveness of; as to 
value; p 671. 

Bill of Lading; Qualifying clauses in; p 
469. 
Bill of Lading;: Ownership not affected 
by failure to present; p 802. . 
Bill of Lading; Rate applicable over 
competitor’s line; p 670. 

sill of Lading; Right of Shipper to alter 
after shipment; p 962. 

Bill of Lading; Specifying route and 
rate over competitor’s line; p 861. 

3ills of Lading: Should bear date of re- 
ceipt of shipment by initial carrier; 


p 582. 

Blockade by Flood; Rate to apply: p 860. 

Brick; Rates on Fire Compared with 
Other; p 42. 

Capacities, Car; Different from those 
ordered by shipper; p 503. 

Car Capable of Carrying Minimum 
+ acca Duty of carrier to furnish; p 

a Shipped as Household Goods; p 

78 


Carmack Amendment: May be invoked 
in improper delivery; p 1085. 

Cars; Different Capacity from those or- 
dered by shipper; p 753. 

Cars of Different Capacities from those 
Ordered by Shipper; p 503. 

Cars; Duty of Carriers to Furnish; p 752. 

Carloads, Mixed; Distinction in cases; 
p 415. 
Car Service Rules; Difference between 
and uniform demurrage code; p 593. 
Cars; Two small in lieu of large; p 1048. 
Claim; Carrier May Limit Time Within 
Which to Present Notice; p 710. 

Charges, Drayage or Transfer; Must be 
published; p 297. 

Charges; Excess, Through Misdirection; 
p 753. 

Charges; Selilng Goods for; Carrier 
oaet Act Under Proper Authority: p 
va. 

Claims Barred on Shipments Made More 
than Two Years Prior: p 1282. 

Claims, Damage, When Interest Is Al- 
lowable; p 1283. 

Claims for Delay and Damage: Commis- 


sion has no jurisdiction; p 922. 
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Claims, Overcharge; Limitation of; p 
582. 

Claims, Overcharge, in Courts; Not 
governed by two years limitation; p 
671. 

Claims; Payment of by postage stamps; 
p 361. 

Claims; Right of carriers to demand 
documents in proof; p 416. 

Claims: For undercharges not subject to 
the same limitations as claims for 
overcharges; p 178. 

Class Rate Superseded by Commodity; 
p 861. 

Classification; Tonnage and competition 
important factors; p 177. 

Clearances, Track; Expense incurred in 
preparing shipment for; p 803. 

Coal; Correcting weights on carload 
shipments; p 106. 

Collection; Waiver of, will not expand 
shipper’s rights; p 504. 

Collect Shipments: Demanding higher 
rates than.in prepaid; p 753. 

Cold; Carrier’s duty in protecting goods 
from; p 178. 

Comomn Carriers; Express companies; 
p 468. 

Commission; Neither acts nor orders to 
be construed retrospectively; p 1047. 
Connecting Line; Improper delivery to; 

p 1085. 

Connecting Carrier’s Refusal of ship- 
ment not prepaid; p 503 

Contract; Measure of damages when 
earrier fails to perform; p 1084. 

Count, Shipper’s; Right of carrier to 
verify; p 922. 

Conversion; Measure of damages for; 

Damages; For delay in transportation 
and delivery; p 255 

Damages: In diverted shipments: p 219. 

Damages; Loss from freezing in transit; 
p 219. 

Damages, Measure of: Does not include 
reight charges on duplicate shipment; 


p 803. 





Damages; Measure of in lost shipments 
excludes charges on duplicate ship- 
ments; p 671. i 

Deduction for Moisture; 
Weight; p 416. 

Delivery by Water Carriers; What con- 
stitutes; p 297. 


Based on 


Delivery; Carrier not required to make 
on competitor’s line; p 860. 

Delivery; Carrier not required to make 
on private siding in absence of in- 
structions; p 296. 

Delivery; Damages for delay in; p 255. 

Delivery, Improper; Carmack amend- 
ment may be invoked; p 1085, 

Delivery; Lex Fori Determines Matters 
Relating to; p 1349. 

Delivery Limits; Right of express com- 
panies to establish; p 1085. 

Delivery; Notice governed by law of 
place; p 802. 

Delivery; Notice of; p 670. 

Delivery; Two stations of same name; 
p 70. 

Delivery; What Constitutes? p 70. 

Delivery at Wrong Place; Carrier liable; 
p 802. 

Delivery, Wrong; Responsibility of car- 
riers when goods are misdirected; p 
752. 

Delay; Damages for, in transportation 
and delivery; p 255. 

Delay in Transportation and Delivery; 
Damages for; p 1228. 

Demurrage Charge Covering Fraction 
of Day; p 417. 

Demurrage; Charges imposed to secure 
prompt release; p 361. 

Demurrage; Difference between and car 
service rules; p 503. 

Demurrage; Duty of shipper or con- 
signee to pay; p 361. 

Demurrage;: Placement of car on indus- 
trial tracks; p 1084. 

Demurrage Rules; Free time under; p 
219. 

Destination, Changing; Owner liable for 
full freight; p 218. 

es a Right of owner to change; 
p 582. 

Distance Tariffs; Rates based on actual 
travel; p 803. 

Diversion; Carrier’s Liability in Obey- 
ing Consignor’s Instructions; p 1349. 

Diverted shipments; Initial carrier’s lia- 
bility unabated; p 362. 

Diverted Shipments; Measure of dam- 
ages; p 219. 

Division of Rates, Through; On com- 
pany material; p 467. 

Division of Through Rate; Contractors 






















not entitled on material transported 
for use by railroad; p 178. 

Division Sheet; Right of shipper to de- 
mand; p 362. 

Documents; Right of carriers to demand 
in proof of claims; p 416. 

Drayage or Transfer Charges; Must be 
published; p 297. 

Error, Carriers, in Quoting Rates; 
Shipper’s remedy; p 1047. 

Excess Charges; Through misdirection; 
p 753. 

Express Companies Common Carriers; 
p 468. 

Express Company; Liability of for re- 
turn of money in C O D shipments; 
p 255. 

Express Companies; Right to establish 
delivery limits; p 1085. 

Express Valuation; Parol evidence ordi- 
narily inadmissible to vary; p 297. 
Flood; Rate to apply in blockade; p 861. 
Forwarding Shipment via Cheaper 

Route; p 468. 

Freezing in Transit; Measure of dam- 
ages; p 219. 

Goods Misdirected; Responsibility of 
carriers for wrong delivery; p 752. 
Grain Doors: Allowance for must beset 
out in carrier’s tariffs; p 923. 
Hearings before Interstate Commerce 

Commission; Costs for; p 1085. 

Icing Rates and Regulations; Must be 
reasonable; p 963. 

Icing; Rates must be reasonable: p 1228. 

Inspection Allowed by Law; p 710 

Interchange Tracks: What constitutes 
placement of car on; p 1084. 

Jurisdiction: Commission has none over 
claims for delay and damage; p 922. 

Jurisdiction Over Shipments Moving 
into Foreign Ports; p 43. 

Liability: Of express company for re- 
turn of money in C O D shipments; 
Dp 955. 





Liability; For full freight; owner chang- 
ing destination; p 218. 

Liability; Initial Carrier's; on fruits and 
vegetables frozen en route; p 710. 

Liability, Joint; Connecting carriers, for 
damaged shipments; p 922. 

Limitation of Overcharge Claims; p 582. 

Limitation; Right of action for recovery 
of overcharge; p 416. 

Limitations, Statute of: Bars claims in 
two years: p 582. 

Limitation, Two Years; Overcharge 
claims in courts not governed by: p 
671. 

Loading and Unloading, Carrier May 
Charge for; p 1282. 

Lost Shipments: Is Carrier Entitled to 
Freight Charges On? p 42 

Loss of Coal in Transit; Liability for; 
p 1084. 

Marine Insurance; Publishing and fil- 
ing rates affecting; p 71. 

Misrevresentation by Carriers’ Agent; 
p 861. 

Misrepresentation; Published rate ap- 
plicable notwithstanding: p 504. 

Misrouted Shipments: Drayage charges 
may be refunded: p 1007. 

Misrouting; All-rail and lake-and-rail 
routes available; p 256. 

Misrouting; Carrier not liable when 
shipper misdirects; p 963. 

Misrouting: Reparation for drayage 
charges resulting; p 296. 

Misrouting; Responsibility of initial 
carrier™p 1227. 

Misrouting Shipment that Could Move 
Interstate; p 70. 

Mixed Carloads; Distinction in cases; p 
415. 

Moisture Deduction Based on Weights; 
p 416. 

Notice of Delivery; p 670. 

Notice to Consignor in Order Consign- 
ments; p 218. 

Officials Not Exclusively Employed; 
Free passes to: p 671. 

Overcharge; Limitation of right of 
action for recovery: p 416. 

— Transportation; Free; pgs 106, 

18. 

Passes. Free: To officials not exclusive- 
ly employed: p 671. 

Placement of Car on 
Tracks; pv 1084. 

Private Sidetrack: Construction of, to 
Accommodate Carrier’s Equipment; p 
962. 

Rate, Published; Applicable notwith- 
standing misrepresentations of car- 
rier’s agent; p 361. 

Rate; Through, in excess of combination 
of locals; p 1227. 

Rate: Through, lower than combination 
between same points; p 71. 


Interchange 


Rate via Route Designated Should 
Apply; p 923. 

Rates; Commodity and class compared; 
>» 582. 

Rates, Through; Division of on company 
material; p 467. 

Receipt, ‘“‘Clear;”’ 
dence; p 711. 

Refrigeration and Supervision; Furnish- 
ing at destination; p 1227. 

Refrigeration Facilities; Responsibility 
of carrier; p 670. 

Refusal of Shipments Partially Injured; 
» 417. 

Refused Shipments; Liability of agent; 
p 860. 

Refused Shipments; Right of carrier to 
return; p 1047. 

Released Rates; p 1178. 

Reparation; Complainant only entitled; 
p 1177. 
teparation, Concurrent 
Courts; p 1282. 

Reparation; Payable only on Specific 
Order of Commission; p 802 

Reparation; Primary jurisdiction of 
Commission; p 582. 

Responsibility; Carrier Relieved of by 
Complying with Shipper’s§ Instruc- 
tions; p 963. 

Responsibility for Cost of Transfer; p 
219. 

Responsibility of Carrier in Refrigera- 
tion Facilities; p 670. 

Right of Carrier to Confirm Rate; p 
1283. ° 

Route; Forwarding 
cheaper; p 468. 

Routes, Through; With Independent 
Water Carriers; Commission has no 
authority to establish; p 468. 

Routing; Duty of Carrier in Absence of 
Instructions; p 1349. 

Routing, Intermediate; Duty of Car- 
riers in; p 1006. 


Only prima facie evi- 


Remedy in 


shipment via 


touting; Shippers’ Carrier incurs no lia- 
bility for higher rate resulting; p 296. 

Selling Goods for Charges; p 1177. 

Selling Goods for Charges; Carrier must 
Act “Under Proper Authority: p 752. 

Shipment; Not Prepaid; Connecting 
Carrier’s Refusal of; p 503. 

Shipments, Character of; Determined by 
contract of shipment; p 25! 

Shipments, Injured; Refusal of party 
injured: p 417. 

Shipper’s Load and Count; p 1177. 

Shrinkege in Weight; Allowance for; p 
670. 

Shrinkage in Weight of Shipments in 
Transit; Allowances for; p 43. 

Stopping Goods in Transit; Consignee’s 
right; p 415. 

Storage, Regulations Governing Must Be 
Shown in Tariffs; p 1282. 

Telegrams Relating to Shipments; p 803. 

Through Rate Exceeding Combination 
of Locals Unreasonable; p 860. 

Title Passes to Consignee on Delivery 
of Straight Shipments to Initia] Car- 
rier; p 710. 

Track Clearances; Expense incurred in 
preparing shipment for; p 803. 

Traffic, Interstate: Beginning and end- 
ing in same state; p 1177. 

Transfer; Responsibility for cost; p 219. 

Transit; Carriers’ error in quoting ship- 
per’s credit: p 256. 

Valuation, Express: Parol evidence or- 
dinarily inadmissible to vary; p 297. 
Value; Conclusiveness of bill of lading 

as to; p 671. 

Value of Shipment; Lost or Damaged; 
Manner of Determining; p 962. 

Value: of Shipment; Manner of deter- 
mining; lost or damaged; p 1049. 

Warehouseman; Liability of common 
carrier; p 1047. 

Waiver of, Collection Will Not Expand 
Shipper’s Rights: p 504. 

Water Carriers; Through Rates: Com- 
mission has no authority to establish 
with independent: p 468. 

Water Carriers: What constitutes de- 
livey by; p 297. 

Water Rates; Carrier’s agent quoting 
erroneously; p 177. 

Weighing, Inaccurate; Burden of proof; 
p 1178. 

Weight; Allowances for Shrinkage of 
Shipments in Transit; p 43. 

Weight; In absence of published mini- 
mum; p 467. 

Weight, Minimum; Duty of carrier to 
furnish car capable of carrying; p 923. 

Weight, Shrinkage in; Allowances for; 
p 670. 

Weights; Actual and not estimated con- 
clusion; p 1048. 














Weights, Actual; Determined by best 
available evidence; p 468. 

Weights; Assesing Charges on Pur- 
ported; p 1349. 

Weights; Freight Charges Based on 
Minimum; p 1006. 
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Mabee, Judge J. P., chairman Board of 
Railway Commissioners for Canada 
(Editorial); p 971; portrait; p 1005. 

Mail; Rates for Carrying; Supreme Court 
decision; p 1338. 

Malt and Bari 
cision; p 943. 

Marble, John H., secretary Interstate 
Commerce Commission; p 272; portrait, 
p 370. 

Marble Rate; Not found unreasonable; I 
C C decision; p 940. 

Marchand, J. T., attorney for Interstate 
Commerce Commission; personal; p 645. 

Marens, James L., president Railroad 
Club of Kansas City (with portrait); 
p 1184. 

Marine Insurance; Publishing and filing 
rates peccne (Legal); p 71. 

Marine Laws Needed; E. G. Warfield; p 2. 

Maryland: 

Public Utilities Commission; Criticism 
of; p 502. 

Massachusetts: 

Rates, Commutation; State commission 
recommends changes; p 469. 

Materials, Raw; All must be considered 
if rates on manufactured articles are 
to be constructed with reference to 
assembling cost; I C C decision; p 727. 

McGinty, G. B., Appointed Assistant Sec- 
retary to Commission; p 476; portrait, 
p 686. 

McVann, E. J., manager Commercial Club 
Omaha Traffic sureau; Rate fight 
breeds friendliness; p 24. 

Meats and Packing House Products; Re- 
duction in rates; I C C decision; p 382. 

Memphis Rejects Central Bureau Plan for 
Validation of Cotton Bills of Lading; 
p 180. 

Merchants’ & Miners’ Transportation Co., 
Court Affirms Judgment Against; p 759. 

Messages, Telegraph; Companies must 
preserve one year; p 1176. 

Meyer, Erwin C., traffic manager Ban- 
ner Buggy Co., St. Louis; Avoidance of 
unnecessary freight claims; p 462. 

Michigan Central Indicted for Granting 
Concessions; p 1045. 

Michigan: 

Escanaba Complains of Rail apd Lake 

; Rates; p 451. 

i Milk; Icing facilities should be provided; 
I C C decision; p 272. 

Milk Rate Restored; I C C decision; p 690 

Milk Rate Too High; I C C decision; p 
1160. 

Milk Rates, Condensed, Found Unreason- 
able; I C C decision; p 135. 

Milk tates, Evaporated: Advance not 
justified; I C C decision; p 143. 

Milk Rates; Should be lower than cream; 
I C C decision; 567. 

Mileage Rates Apply; I C C decision; p 
1150. 

Miller, Darius, president Burlington; Up- 
hoids Western Classification: p 240. 

Mine Props Take Same Rate as Logs; 
I C C decision; p 842. 

Mine Rating, Coal; Hearing; p 1079. 

Mine Spur Privileges; I C C decision; p 
624. 

Minimum Car Load Weights; State com- 
mission of Illinois’ postpones action; p 
80. 

Minimum; Charge Follows; I C C decision; 
p 444. 

Minimum; Limit of protecting; I C C de- 
eision; p 334. 

Minimum, Lower, Prescribed; I C C de- 
cision; pp 900, 988. 

Minimum Weight; In absence of published 
(Legal); p 467. : 

Minneapolis Class Rates to Denver Or- 
dered Lowered; I C C decision; p 130. 

Minnesota: 

Rate Case; Brief of state commissions 
filed with Supreme Court; discusses 
Sanborn decision; p 705. 

Misrepresentation by Carrier’s Agent (Le- 
gal); p 861. 

Misrepresentation; Published rate applica- 
ble (Legal); p 504. 

Misrouted Shipments; Drayage charges 
may be refunded (Legal); p 1007. 

Misrouting; Allegations of, immaterial; I 
C C decision; p 385. 

Misrouting; All-rail and lake-and-rail 
routes available (Legal); p 256. 

Misrouting. Carrier Not Liable When 
Shipper Misdirects (Legal); p 963. 
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Differential; I C C de- 











decision; p 625. 
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Misrouting; Lumber, not shown: I C C 
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Misrouting; Reparation for drayage Court upholds award of damages; p 
charges resulting (Legai); p 296. 1065. 
Misrouting; Responsibility of initial car- |Notice of Arrival of Goods by Carriers 
rier (Legal); p 1227. (Legal); p 178. 
Misrouting Shipment That Could Move|Notice of Delivefty (Legal); p 670. 
Interstate (Legal); p 70. Notice to Consignor in Order Consign- 
Mississippi: ments (Legal); p 218. 
Classification, Mississippi, Re-estab- 
lished; p 359. .] 
Classification; State commission adopts | Ocean Freight Prospects Optimistic 
Southern with minor exceptions; p 50. (Edit); p 303. 
Classification; Southern; State com-|Odessa Wreck, Report on;.p 790. 
mission rescinds action of predesces- | Officials Not Exclusively Employed; Free 


sor in adopting; p 300. passes-to (Legal); p 671. 
Classification; Southern; Trade bodies | Ohio: 
protest against adoption by state Public Service Commission Prepares 
commission; p 98. for Weighing Hearing; p 858. 
Missouri: Ohio River Crossings; Carriers seek relief 
Express Delivery, Free; State commis- from Fourth Section; p 287. 


sion investigates, demands for; p 256. 
Mixed carloads; Distinction in cases (Le- 


Weighing Hearing; Public Service 
Commission prepares for; p 858. 


gal); p 415. Oil, Gettonseed; Memphis complains ‘of 
Mixtures: Wine and brandy not proper rates; p 354. 

under Western Classification; I C C de-|Oil, Petroleum; Lighter ends same rate 

cision; p 1152. as crude; I C C decision; p 1148. 
Mohair Takes Wool Rate; I C C decision; | Oil Pipe Lines Common Carriers; I C C 


p 781. decision; p 1200. 
Moisture Deduction Based on Weights | Oil Pipe Lines, Inquiry Into; p 692. 
(Legal); p 416. il Rate; In effect prior to July 26, 1909, 
Mobile Dock Case; More testimony -re- unreasonable; I C C decision; p 152. 
quired; p 1042. Oil Rate Unreasonable; I C C decision; 
Montgomery, Frank B., traffic manager p $22. 
International Harvester Co (with por- |Oil rates, cottonseed; Argument in Ana- 
trait); p 1062. darko Cotton Oil Co. vs Atchison, To- 
Moore, George F., president Manufactur- peka & Santa Fe; p 74. 
ers’ Railway, defends allowances; p 165. il Weights, Estimated, Discriminatory; 
Motor Cars, Gasoline; Rates on, moving I C C decision; p 124. 
under own power (Conf Ruling); p 576. |Oil Weights, Estimated, Excessive; I C ( 
Motor Trucks; p 1009. decision; p 942. 
Motor Trucks in Business (illustrated), \klahoma, Corporation Commission of, 
By L. C. Ward; p 1090. vs Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe, Pack- 
Motor Trucks (Illustrated): inghouse rates, etc; p 3. 


Adams, pp 1091, 1093; Alco, p 1352; |Operating Reports; Commission yub- 
> I ue I I 
Dain, p 864; Knox, pp 1090, 1353; lishes abstract; p 245. 
Packard, Pp 1052; Piggins, p 1092; irder of Commission; Lack of in salt 
Sampson (U. S. Motor Co.), pp 1179, and tap line cases (Edit.); p 1013. 
1180, 233; Speedwell, p 1051, 1053; |Order of Commission Must Precede Ap- 


White, p 1054. 
Motor Trucks; Power Hoist on; illus- 
trated; p 1352. 
Motor Trucks, Service of (Editorial); p 
1013. 
Motor Trucks for Handling Freight and 
Baggage (illustrated); p 1285 


peal; Supreme Court decision: p 158. 
re Rates; Case held open; I C C de- 
cision; p 1077. 

re Rates: complaint of; p 857. 

re Rates; Hearing; p 1043. 

jutlook for Year Optimistic (Edit.); p 1. 
yut of Line Haul Charges Upheld; I C C 
decision; p 122. 


N Overcharge; Limitation of right of ac- 
tion for recovery (Legal); p 416. 
National Coopers’ Association Recom- 
mends establishment of traffic bureau; P 


p 858. 

National Industrial Traffic League; Pro- 

posed uniform demurrage rules; p 795. 

National Industrial Traffic League Pro- 

gram; p 432. 

Nebraska: 

Coal Rates; Adjusted; I C C decision; 
p 729. 

“New England’’ or Leased Car System; 
Not necessarily illegal: I C C de- 
cision; p 272. 

New Jersey: 
Rates; Coast resort; p 581. 
New York: 

Financial; New Haven applies for au- 
thority to purchase Rutland stock; 
p 38. 

Financial; Public service commission, 
second district, authorizes New York 
Central to purchase capital stock of 
New York & Harlem; p 74. 

Financial; Public service commission, 
second district, authorizes New York 
Central to issue bonds; p 100. 

Financial; Public service commission, 
second district, authorizes New Yark, 
Ontario & Western to issue bonds; p 
50. 

Hay Delays; Public Service Commis- 
sion to Inquire About; p 764. 

Public Service Commission Fifth “An- 
nual Report; p 108. 

New York Central Fined $40,000 for 
Rebating: p 956. 

Public service commission, second dis- 
trict, authorizes securities over 162 
millions during year; p 69. 

Shipping Rates: Merchants’ Associa- 
tion wants arbitrators; p 364. 

Unloading Rules; Public service com- 
mission, second district, has com- 
plaint; p 112. 

Newport News; Rates Prejudicial to; I C 

C decision; p 974. 

Newport News; Commission orders ad- 

justment of rates; p 1224. 

Non-operating Company; Free transpor- 
tation of officers of (Conf Ruling); p 
856, 

North Carolina: 

Receiving Freight for Transportation; 
Law invalid Supreme Court decision; Ruling); ov 758. 

p 160. Pass Regulations; Commission amends; 

Northern Pacific vs Babcock; Supreme p 1046. 


Package, What is a Good? (Edit); p 189 
-acking Freight; Erwin C. Meyer; p 463. 

Packing Freight; National Industrial 
Traffic League report; p 519. 

Packing Goods for Export; p 967 

Packing Goods for Export (Edit); p 933. 

Paackinghouse Case; Hearing at Chi- 
cago; p 659. 

-ackinghouse Products; Reduction in 
rates; I C C decision; p 382. 

Packinghouse Products; Commission De- 
clines to Modify Decision; I C C de- 
cision; p 1141. 

Packinghouse Products; Mileage rates to 
be applied; I C C decision; p 1150. 

Packinghouse Rates Adjusted; I C C de- 
cision; p 3. 

-anama Canal; Bill to keep out railroad- 
owned steamships; p 588. 

Panama Canal; John Barrett, director 
general Pan-American Union, argues 
in favor of low tolls; p 417. 

Panama Canal; Railroad boat line; p 
1088. 

Panama Canal; The tax of high tolls 
(Edit); p 369. 

Panama, New Tarit; p 263. 

Panama Question; House committee 
considers; p 78. 

Panama Railroad Rates, San Francisco 
Protests Against Increase; p 42. 

Pan-American Trade; By John Barrett, 
director-general Pan-American Union; 
p 417. 

Paper Rate Discriminatory; I C C de- 
cision; p 389. 

Park Manor. Chicago; Petition for sta- 
tion denied; I C C decision: p 840. 
-arties, Proper; Not Joined; I C C de- 
cision; p 983. 

Passenger Men of Minneapolis and St 
Paul Form One Organization; p 668. 
Passenger Service, Free; Commission 

orders investigation; p 300. 

Passenger Transportation, Free (Legal); 
pp 106. 218. 

Passes, Free: To officials not exclusive- 
ly employed (Legal); p 671. 

Passes; Investigation ordered; p 299. 
Passes, Ruling on; p 814. 

Passes to Widows and Orphans (Conf. 
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Pass Rule, Amendment to; p 701. 

Penal Sections; Actions under; p 753. 

ey Railroad and Its Employes; 
p 287. 

— Railroad Disbursements; p 

284. 

Peoria Favored as a Gateway; p 865. 

Petroleum Rate; Held unreasonable: ICC 
decision; p 1076. 

Personal History, A Bit of: p 1232. 

Phosphate Rate Unreasonable; I C 
cision; p 192. 

Pierce, Edward B., general solicitor Rock 
Island, killed (with portrait): p 119. 
Pig Iron Rate; Not unreasonable; I C C 

decision; p 1037. 

Pipe, Iron or Insulated Conduit; p 1280. 

Pipe Lines Are Common Carriers; I C C 
decision; p 1200. 

Pipe Lines, Inquiry Into; p 692. 

Placement of Car on Interchange Tracks 
(Legal); p 1084. 

Plant Facility, Carrier or? p 756. 

Platform Plank for Shippers (illustrated); 
p 1226. 

Poles and Piling tate: Effective date 
postponed; p 716. 

Poles and Piling; Rates exceeding lumber 
rates unreasonable; I C C decision; p 
445. 

Poles, Cedar, Rates Unreasonable; I C C 
decision; p 330. 

Politics, Railroads Forced Into (Washing- 
ton Letter); p 86. 

Potato Rate Too High: I C C decision; 
p 621. 

Port Falicities; Carriers Must Furnish 
Equal; I C C decision; p 990. 

Port Rates; Hearing; p 220. 

Pre-cooling permitted; I C C decision; p 
849. 

Prepayment Requirement; Carrier failing 
to observe (Legal); p 107. 

President Taft: Entertained by Traffic 
Club of Chicago; p 520. 

Pribble, H. C., freight claim auditor, A T 
& S F; Overcharge Claims; Some Causes 
and Cures; p 927. 

Private Car Line Order; p 1233. 

Private Sidetrack, Construction of to Ac- 
commodate Carrier’s Equipment (Le- 
gal); p 962. 

Prouty, Charles A., Becomes Chairman of 
Interstate Commerce Commission (with 
portrait); p 51. 

Prouty, Charles A., Chairman Interstate 
Commerce Commission; Declares court 
protection insufficient; Address before 
Traffic Club of Pittsburgh; p 672. 

Prouty’s Views on Tap Lines (Washing- 
ton Letter); p 869. 

Publication of Tariff; Unlawful; I C C 
decision; p 402. : 

Pulp Board and Wood Boxes; I C C deci- 
sion; p 566. 

Pulp Rates Set Below Lumber; I C C 
decision; p 569. 


C de- 


R 
Railway Business for March; p 1049. 
Railway Increases; Comparison of; p 363. 
Railway Statistics; p 811. 
Railway Statistics Show Losses (Wash- 
ington Letter); p 935. 
Railways Overdosed; Address of F. A. 
Delano, president, Wabash; p 790. 
Railways, Troubles of (Editorial); p 1237. 
Rails; Committee to investigate breakage; 
p 304. 
RATES: 


Acid, sulphuric, subject of argument be- 
fore Commission; p 54. 

Acid, Sulphuric; Reduced; I C C deci- 
sion; p 399. 

Advances in Official Classification; No 
38; 217. 

pe BB Norfolk & Western suspend- 
ed; p 120. 

Alabama; Federal court declares acts of 
state legislature void; p 708. 

Alabama: Special Master Thorington 
finds in favor of Central of Georgia; p 
60. 

Albert Lea, Minn.; Not in Position of 
Twin Cities; I. C. C. decision; p 1324. 

Apple; Suspension Order Vacated; I. C. 
C. decision; p 1326. 

Augusta, Ga., Asks Annulment of, on 
Coal; p 757. 

Baskets; Found excessive; I C C deci- 
sion: p 194. 

Basis Should be Restored; I. C. C. deci- 
sion; p 1328. 

Beet Water; Hearing; p 457. 

Bicycle Restored; I C C decision; p 193. 

Boat Spike; Upheld; I C C decision; p 
ood. 

Boston, Ga., Adjusted; I. C. C. deci- 
sion; p 1313. 

— from Gas Belt; I C C decision; p 


3rick; Texas commission holds hearing 
on proposal to cancel; p 104. 

Bungs; Hearing; p 458. 

California; Circuit court of appeals sus- 
tains state commission; p 291. 

Canada; Problem; p 244. 

ar Se White Pass & Yukon Case; p 
641. 

Cancelled Lawfully (Conf. Ruling); p 
SoD. 

Candle, Restored; I C C decision; p 845. 

Canned Goods; Unreasonable; I C C 
decision; p 147. 

Canned Vegetables; Reasonable but dis- 
criminatory; I C C decision; pp 1191, 
1192. 

Cartridges; Too High; I C C decision; 
p 848. 

Cattle and Sheep; Controversy as ‘o 
fat cattle and ‘“‘stockers’’; p 294. 
Cattle; California commission orders 

reparation; p 258. 

Cattle, Increases in, from Southwestern 
Points; I C C decision; p 3. 

Cattle, Stock and Feeders; Conflict on; 
p 903. 

Cattle, ‘‘Stock’’; Increase not justified; 
I C C decision; p 613. 

Cement; Are discriminatory; I C C de- 
cision; p 372. 

Cement; Increase from Lehigh field; p 
265. 

Cement, Prescribed; I. C. C. decision; 
p 1333. 

Cement; Reductions should be made in 
Kansas to establish parity; I C C de- 
cision; p 1186. 

Chattanooga Case Goes to Supreme 
Court; p 35. 

Chautauqua Outfits; I C C decision; p 
20. 

Citrus Fruits; Commerce Court refuses 
injunction as to precooling; p 1046. 

Class; Advances in, not unreasonable; 
I C C decision; p 282. 

Class and Commodity; Oklahoma-Texas, 
must be reduced; I C C decision; p 
1193. 

Class, El Paso to Phoenix; Found un- 
reasonable; I C C decision; p 138. 

Class; In Indiana; p 498. 

Class, Joint Through; Commission for- 
bids withdrawal from Northwest i0 
Central Freight Association territory; 
p 288. 

Class; Lower prescribed; I C C deci- 
sion; p 1198. 

Class: Superseded by commodity (Le- 
gal); p 861. 

Class, Through; Takes Precedence Over 
Local Specific Commodity; p 1007. 
Coal; Advance allowed from Illinois 
— to Chicago; I C C decision; p 

310. 

Coal; At St. Louis; p 270. 

Coal; Augusta (Ga.) not shown to be 
at a disadvantage; p 120. 

Coal; .Clyde Coal Co unreasonable; I.C 
C decision; p 735. 

Coal; Commission asked to fix for car- 
riers serving Pittsburgh field; p 1043. 

Coal; Commission hears arguments on 
increase from Illinois mines; p 53. 

Coal; Discriminatory; Reparation 
awarded; I C C decision; p 1068. 

Coal, Gallup, N. M., to Tempe and 
Mesa, Ariz.; Found unreasonable; I 
C C decision; p 139. 

Coal; Illinois; Hearing: p 459. 

Coal, Inquiry into; p 1261. 

Coal, Lake; Increase Denied; I C C de- 
cision; p 537. 

Coal, Lower Asked for South Amboy 
from Clearfield; p 387. 

Coal, Not Unduly Preferential; I C C 
decision; p 18. 

Coal; Not unreasonable; I C C decision; 
p 691. 

Coal; Proportional Should Apply; I. C. 
C. decision; p 1329. 

Coal, Railroad Fuel and Other; Supreme 
Court Decision; p 1276. 

Coal; Reduced; I C C decision; p 551. 

Coal; Reduction of no benefit to opera- 
tors: p 588. 

Coal Specified; I. C. C. decision; p 1294. 

Coal; Stonega field; p 1172. 

Coal, Through Routes and; I C C de- 
cision; p 1154, 

Coal; Yoakum, B. F., favors readjust- 
ment to St. Louis; p 182. 

Coast Group Govern from McCloud, Cal.; 
I C C decision; 1258. 

Coke; Commerce Court decision; p 1205. 

Coke, Connelisville; Hearing; p 926. 

Cm Dual; Rehearing granted on; p 

iv. 

Coke; Hearing; pp 577, 924. 

Collect Shipments: Demanding higher 
than in prepaid (Legal); p 752. 

Colorado; Manufacturers’ organization 
and Denver Chamber of Commerce 


protest to Commission on rates to 
common points; p 57. 

Commodity, Allowed in Nevada and Ari- 
zona cases; I C C decision; p 1017. 
Commodity and class compared (Legal); 

p 582. 

Commodity; Duluth and Twin Cities; 
p 356. 

Commodity; Reduction in; p 481. 

Commodity; Spokane; p 1261. 

Commutation; Massachusetts commis- 
sion recommends changes; p 469. 

Convention, Political; p 583. 

Cooperage Stock; Condemned; I C C 
decision; p 140. 

Cork and Cork Shavings; Hearing; p 
457. 

Cork, Granulated, Takes First Class; 
[ C C decision. 

Corn; Unjust; I C C decision; p 987. 

Cotton; Argument on; p 930. 

Cotton; New Orleans and Galveston ri- 
vals; p 590. 

Cottonseed; Effort to reduce; p 711. 

Cottonseed; Reduced; p 504. 

Cottonseed; Missouri and Arkansas to 
Memphis discriminate; I C C decision; 
p 490, 

Cottonseed; To Memphis; I C C decision; 
>» 529. 

céttonseed Oil; Argument in Anadarko 
Cotton Oil Co vs Atchison, Topeka 
& Santa Fe, involving Kansas City, 
Galveston, St. Louis, Council Bluffs, 
Chicago, Cincinnati and Louisville; p 
74, 

Cottonseed: Maximum Prescribed; I. C. 
C. decision; p 1323. 

Cottonseed Oil; Memphis complains of; 
p 354. 

Cotton Waste; Unreasonable; I C C 
decision; p 196. 

Cream; Not unreasonable; I C C de- 
cision; p 145. 

Cuban; Advance in; p 348. 

Cuban; Agreement on; p 422. 

Decision of Supreme Court; in suspen- 
sion of lumber rates to Omaha, St. 
Paul, Chicago and other points; p 52. 

Denver; From Minneapolis ordered low- 
ered; I C C decision; p 130. 

Denver's Fight On; p 360. 

Differential: Hearing of New York in- 
terests; p 172. 

Differential from Boston on Imports; 
I C C decision; pp 1240, 1249. 

Differential; Malt and Barley; I C C 
decision; p 943. 

Difficulties, A Solution of: p 49. 

Discriminatory though reasonable; I C 
C decision; pp 1191, 1192. 

Distributive, Washington Commission 
Adopts; p 45. 

Division of Through; Contractors not 
entitled on material transported for 
use of railrooad (Legal); p 178. 

Divisions of, Hearing on Traffic Ar- 
rangements in West Virginia Coal 
Fields; pp 39, 68. 

Divisions of; Inquiry into traffic ar- 
rangements in West Virginia coal 
fields; pp 39, 68. , 

Dual; Argument on; p 421. 

Emergency, for Mississippi Flood Suffer- 
ers; p 755. 

Error in Quoting; Shipper’s remedy 
(Legal); p 1047. 

Export; Dissimilarity in, to Liverpool 
and Bristol, not justified; I C C de- 
cision; p 1070. 

Export Grain; Commission authorizes 
Canadian Pacific right to file rates 
on grain passing through United 
States; p 100. 

Express; Committees to report to Com- 
mission; p 228. ° 

Express; Hearing; p 223. 

Express, Louisiana Adopts New Scale; 
p 40. 

Express; Reduced in Indiana; p 254, 

Express, South Carolina Commission 
Reverses Former Ruling: p 34. 

Favor Tifton, Ga.; I C decision; p 816. 

Fertilizer; Legal; I C C decision; p 339. 

Fertilizer; Texas commission to read- 
just; p 119. 

Flax; Commission to investigate; p 372. 

Flaxseed; Advance Not Unreasonable; 
I C C decision; p 898. 

Flour, Minneapolis to Chicago; Hear- 
ing; p 914. 

Flour; To Coast; p 487. 

Fresh Meats from Southwestern points; 
I C C decision; p 3. 

Fruit Case Argued; p 44. 

Fruit, Enjoined by Commerce Court; p 
» 


Fruit; Reparation Disallowed; I C C de- 
cision; p 847. 

Fruits, Citrus; Precooling tariff sus- 
pended; p 258. 

Fruits and Vegetables; Proposed Ad- 
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vances for Refrigeration; E*e.* C. 
decision; p 1337. 

Furniture; Hearing; p 461. 

Girder; Not unreasonable: I C C de- 
cision; p 383. 

General Merchandise; Eastern points to 
Yuma, Ariz., found unreasonable; J 
C C decision; p 90. 

Glucose and Corn; Iowa interests com- 
plain; p 1042. 

Glucose; Export and Domestic; I. C. C. 
decision; p 1298. 

Glucose; Hearing» of Iowa case; p 589. 

Glucose, to Coast; Complaint dismissed; 
IC C decision; p 686. 

Grain; Advance disallowed; I C C de- 
cision; p 137. 

Grain; Argument in Southwestern Mil- 
lers’ Club vs Missouri, Kansas & 
Texas et al. 

Grain; Baltimore Chamber of Commerce 
case vs Baltimore & Ohio argued; p 
71. 

Grain; Baltimore complaint dismissed; 
p 574. 

Grain; Commission cannot equalize eco- 
nomic conditions; I C C decision; p 
534. 

Grain; Discrimination Not Shown; IC C 
decision: p 1075. 

Grain: Duluth; Superior; I. C. C. deci- 
sion; p 1300. 

Grain; Milwaukee and Duluth vs Chi- 
cago and Minneapolis; p 289 

Grain; Omaha's Advantage Small; I C 





C decision; p 717. 

Grain; Relationship Prescribed; I. C. C. 
decision; p 1322. 

Grain; Unreasonable; I C C decision; 
D 1158 


Grain: Western Canada grain growers 
want same rates to Minneapolis and 
Duluth as to Fort William and Port 
Arthur; p 78. 

Grand Junction, Colo., Complains; p 358 

Grape Growers Complain; California; p 
1165. 

Hardwood; Prescribed; p 332. 

‘Hay, Carload; Suspension of; p 507. 

Hay; Lower prescribed; I C C decision; 
p 395. 

Hay, from Wisconsin; Hearing; p 911. 

Imperial Valley, Cal., wants lower cot- 
tonseed oi] rates to Los Angeles; p 60. 

Improperly Published; Reparation grant- 
ed: I C C decision; p 150. 

Increase Justified, Cotton; I C C deci- 
sion; p 1021 

Increase: Not justified, Staves; I C ¢ 
decision; p 1024. 

Indianapolis Upheld; I ¢ 
» 825. 

Inquiry; Board of Railway Commission- 
ers for Canada orders sweeping in- 
quiry on rates west of Lake Superior; 
p 182. 

Intermountain Cases Restored; p 751. 
Iowa; Complaint of Des Moines; p 65S. 
Iren and Steel Articles, Advances in; 
Evidence of reasonableness insuffi- 
cient; I C C decision; p 398. 

Iron and Steel Prescribed; I C C de- 
cision; p 393. 

Iron Articles, L C L and C L; Not dis- 
ecriminatory; I C C decision; p 154. 

Iron Ore Intricate; p 859. 

Iron Ore: Pittsburg Chamber of Com- 
merce condemns; p 109. 

Iron or Steel Fence Posts; Texas com- 
mission extends application of 25-cent 
rate; p 80. 

Joint: For Flour, City Steamship Line; 
p 584. 

Joint; Legally established rate governs 
over one which had not obtained con- 
currence; I C C decision; p 154. 

Joint, Reduced to Aggregate of Inter- 
mediates. (Conf Ruling); p 576. 
Kansas commission seeks to secure re- 
duction; p 644. 

Lake Coal; Modification of Order De- 
nied; I. C. C. decision; p 1317. 

Lake and Rail; Contest on; p 965. 

Lake and Rail; Duluth and Twin Cities; 
p 356. 

Lake and Rail; Escanaba complains; p 
451. 

Lake and Rail; Joint for Flour City 
Line; p 584. 

Lake Cargo and Fuel; From Hocking 
Field Challenged; p 1001. 

Lake Coal; Pittsburgh and West Vir- 
ginia interests argue; p 453. 

Lake, Not Applicable to Escanaba; I 
C C decision; p 1250. 

Leather; Not unreasonable; I C C de- 
eision; p 626. 

Lemon; Advance denied; I C C deci- 
sion; p 622. 

Lemon; Carriers to ask Commerce Court 
to review; p 119. 

Lemon; Carriers seek to enjoin; p 250. 

Lemon, Reduced; I C C decision; p 10. 





’ C decision; 





Live Stock; New Joint; I C C decision; 
p 246. 

Live Stock to Wichita; p 304. 

Limestone; Not shown to have been 
unreasonable; I C C decision; p 1150. 

Lumber and Lath; Commerce Court 
decision; p 1210. 

Lumber; Controversy involves long and 
short haul; p 455. 

Lumber; Hardwood unreasonable in so 
far as they exceed rate on yellow 
pine; I C C decision; p 314. 

Lumber; Harriman Lines claim Com- 
mission attempts to override Supreme 
Court in Willamette Valley case; p 97. 

Lumber; Joint and Through Routes 
Restored; I. C. C. decision; p 1315. 

Lumber; Long and short haul; p 455. 

Lumber; Louisville given readjustment; 
I C C decision; p 126. 

Lumber; Mississippi to Cairo, Ill, His- 
tory of; I C C decision; p 528. 

Lumber; Sioux City wants to reduce; 
p 1045. 

Lumber; Supreme Court decides on sus- 
pension of rates to Omaha, St. Paul, 
Chicago and other points, reversing 
Commission; p 52. 

Lumber; Supreme Court reverses Circuit 
Court and sustains Commission in 
Pacific Coast cases; p 93. 

Lumber; Undue preference alleged to be 
shown Galveston from New York; p 
bo. 





Mail Carrying; Supreme Court deci- 
sion; p 1338. 

Marble; Not found unreasonable; I C C 
decision; p 940. 

Marine Insurance; Publishing and Fil- 
ing; p 71. 

arine; No probability of war; p 87. 
sats, Fresh, from Southwestern points; 

I Cc C decision; p 3. 

Meats, Fresh, Suspended: p 760. 

Milk, Condensed; On Santa Fe System 
unreasonable; I C C decision; p 135. 

Milk, Evaporated; Advance not justi- 
fied; I C C decision ; p 143. 

Milk: Express company must restore; 


p 663. 

Milk: Former Restored; I C C decision; 
p 690. 

Milk, Lower Than Cream; I C C de- 
cision; p 567. 


Milk; Too High; I C C decision; p 1160. 

Mine Props Same as for Logs; I C C 
decision; p 842. 

Minnesota; Brief of state commissions 
filed with Supreme Court discusses 
Sanborn decision; p 705. 

Misrepresentation; Published applicable 
notwithstanding (Legal); p 504. 

Mohair Takes Wool; I C C decision; p 
781. 

Motor Cars, Gasoline; Moving under 
own power (Conf Ruling); p 576. 
New Albany, Ind., complains of; p 1041. 

New Jersey Coast Resort; p 581. 

Oak Planks; Adjustment of; I C C de- 
cision; p 1155. 

Ocean; Advances on all commodities 
from Atlantic and Gulf ports; p 67. 

Oil, Kansas, Attacked; p 295. 

Oil; Old rate unreasonable; I C C de- 
cision; p 152. 

Oil, Petroleum, Lighter Ends; Same as 
crude; I C C decision; p 1148. 

Oklahoma into Texas: Must be reduced; 
I C C decision; p 1193. 

Ore; Case held open; I C C decision; 
p 1077. 

Ore, Complaint of; p 85 

Ore; Hearing; p 1043. 

Packinghouse; Commission declines to 
Tad decision; I C C decision; p 

141, 

Packinghouse Products from Southwest- 
ern points; I C C decision; p 3. 

Packinghouse Products; Reduction in; 
p 481. 

Paper: Discriminatory; I C C decision; 
p 389. 

Panama, New; p 263. 

Panama Railroad, San Francisco Pro- 
tests Against Increase; p 42. 

Parity; Reductions should be made to 
establish; I C C decision; p 1186. 
Passenger; Electric line, Washington, 
D. C., to Laurel, Md., not excessive; 
I C C decision; p 155. 

Passenger; Excursion fares from Balti- 
more to Atlantic City not shown to 
be umreasonable; I C C decision; p 


732. 
Petroleum; Held unreasonable; I C C 
decision; 1076. 


Phosphate Unreasonable; { C © deci- 
sion; p 192. 

Pig Iron; Not unreasonable; I C C de- 
cision; p 1037. 

Pole, Cedar; Found unreasonable; I C C 

decision; p 330. 








Poles and Piling; Exceed lumber rates; 
Unreasonable; I C C decision; p 445. 

Poles and Piling; Effective date post- 
poned; p 716. 

Port; Hearing; p 220. 

Potato; Too High; I C C decision; p €21. 

Principles Governing (Editorial); p 117. 

Published; Applicable notwithstanding 
earrier’s agent’s misrepresentations 
(Legal); pp 361, 504. 

Pulp; Set below lumber; I C C decision; 
p 569. 

Rate Making; William Hodgdon, freight 
traffic manager Pennsylvania Lines, 
says no good substitute has been of- 
fered for railroad method; p 52. 

Reasonable, but Discriminatory; I C C 
decision; pp 1191, 1192. 

Reductions Made to Establish Parity; 
I Cc C decision; p 1186. 

Released; On carpet shipped as house- 
hold goods (Legal); p 1178. 

Reno Local Sustained; I C C decision; 
p 131. 

Returned Shipments; I C 
1017. 

Return, on Empty Bottles; p 960. 

Rice; In C F A territory, not discrim- 
inatory; I C C decision; p 834. 

Rice: Not Discriminatory; I C C deci- 
sion; p 832. 

Rice; Rough and clean; I C C decision; 
p 831. 

Rice; Texas and New Orleans disagree; 
p 583. 

Right of Carrier to Confirm (Legal); 
p 1283. 

Roofing: Not discriminatory; I C C de- 
cision; p 1020. 

Route Designated Should Apply (Legal); 

» 923. 

Salt: Argument on complaint of Kansas 
commission; p 112. 

Salt; From Kansas to St. Louis; Com- 
mission hears arguments; p 55. 

Salt: Hearing; p 238. 

Salt: Injunction granted: p 1003 

Salt: Relieved from Fourth Section; I. 
Cc. C. decision; p 1334. 

Sand; Illinois carriers withdraw; p 686. 

Sand, Wisconsin; Hearing; p 742. 

Sand; Wisconsin minimums; p ; 

Scrap Iron; Bridge material need not 
be broken in pieces; I C C decision; 
p 15 

Shipments Stopped Short of Destina- 
tion (Conf. Ruling); p 856. 

Shreveport; Effective July 1; p 1173. 
Shreveport Case (Washington Letter); 
p 599. 

Sioux City Prescribed; p 1281. 

Soap; Hearing in Fels & Co case; p 
247: 

Southeastern; In the Supreme Court; 
pp 35, 180. 

Spokane; St. Louis objects; p 1041. 

Spokane Cases Argued; p 954 

Stave; Adjustment of; I. C. C. deci- 
sion; p 1318. 

Sugar, Allowances on; Supreme Court 
decision; p 1273. 

-; No discrimination found; I C C 

tision; p 525. 

Switching Ice in Chicago; p 1089. S 

Tanning Extract, Fans and Grain, Hear 
ing: p 956. 

Tariffs; Need not contain alternative 
provision to apply carload in place 
of mixed carload rates; I C C dec- 
cision; p 153. 

Telegraph, Distpute Over; p 474. 

Telegraph; Inquiries concerning (Wash- 
ington Letter); p 524. 

Telegraph: Western Union files answer 
to complaint of Postal; p 580. 

Terminal; to Santa Rosa, Cal.; I. C. C. 
decision; p 1312. 

Texas; Pleas heard by Commission from 
state commission of Louisiana; p 100. 

Through Class; Take Precedence Over 
Local Specific Commodity; p 1007. 

Through; Division of, on company ma- 
terial (Legal): p 467. 

Through; Exceeding combination of lo- 
cals prima facie unreasonable; p 860. 
Through; In excess of combination of 

locals (Legal); p 1227. 

Through; Lower than combination be- 
tween same points (Legal); p 71. 

Tobacco; Irish manufacturers complain; 
p 244. 

Transit; Original Holds; I C C deci- 
sion; p 782. 

bar Not based on; I C C decision; p 

Utah Adjustment Affects Colorado; p 


‘ 


C decision; p 








Vegetable; Discriminatory: I C C de- 
cision; p 837. 

Vegetable; Not discriminatory; I C C 
decision; p 982. 

Wagons; Charge follows minimum; I 

C C decision; p 444. 
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Water; Carrier’s agent quoting errone- 
ously (Legal); p 177. 

Wool; Supplemental Order; p 1292. 

Window Glass; Upheld; I C C decision; 
p 338. 

Wine; Unreasonable; Exceeds rate in 
opposite direction; I C C decision; p 
1189. 

Wire, Plain; Unduly prejudicial; I C C 
decision; p 442. 

Wool and Hide; Arguments before Com- 
mission; p . 

Wool; Not unreasonable; I C C deci- 
sion; p 1161. 

Wool; Reduced; I C C decision; p 770. 

Raw Material vs Finished Product (Edi- 
torial); p 1237. 

Rebate Device; Boat Line; I C C deci- 
sion; p 936. 

Rebating, Fines for; p 1288. 

Rebating; Fines imposed at Cleveland; p 
660. 

Rebating, $40,000 Fines for; p 956. 

Rebating; Grand Rapids & Indiana con- 
victed of; p 1040. 

Rebating; Lehigh Valley pleads not 
guilty; p 419. 

Receipts and Expenses, Railroad, for 
January; p 584. 

Receipt, ‘‘Clear;’’ Only prima facie evi- 
dence; (Legal); p 711. 

Receiving Freight for Transportation 
Whenever Tendered at a Regular Sta- 
tion; North Carolina law held invalid; 
Supreme Court decision; p 160. 

Records, Destruction of (Conference Rul- 
ing); p 856. 

Records, Telegraph; Preservation of; p 
1176. 

Refrigeration and Supervision; Furnish- 
ing at destination (Legal); p 1227. 

Refrigeration Facilities; Responsibility of 
carrier (Legal); p 670. 

Refirgeration; Proposed Advances for; I. 
Cc. C. decision; p 1337. 

Refusal of Shipment Partially Injured 
(Legal); p 417. 

Refused Shipments; Liability of agent 
(Legal); p 860. 

Refused Shipments; Right of carrier to 
return (Legal); p 1047. 

Refusing Shipment Not Prepaid; Connect- 
ing carriers’ refusal of (Legal); p 503. 
Regulating Canal Traffic (Washington 

Letter); p 118. 

meg Ng Benefits of; By Carl Hirdler; 
Pp ois. 

Regulation Forces Up Cost of Service 
(Washington Letter); p 371. 

Regulative Policy, A Well-Defined (Edi- 
torial); p 117. 

Reno Local Rates Sustained; I C C deci- 
ision; p 131. 

Rental Charges, Car; Illinois commission 
defines status of (Editorial); p 227. 

Rental Charge, Car; Lllinois commission 
vetoes; p 261. 

Reparation; Awarded only to person dam- 
aged; I C C decision; p 306. 

Reparation; Complainant only entitled 
(Legal); p 1177. 

Reparation, Concurrent Remedy in Courts 
(Legal); p 1282. 

Reparation Disallowed; I C C decision; p 
847. 

Reparation; Payable only on specific order 
of Commission (Legal); p 802. 

Reparation; Primary jurisdiction of Com- 
mission (Legal); p 582. 

—— Cases; Hearings; pp 407, 

59 

Reparation Claims; Limitation of; p 421. 

Reports, Commission Considers Limiting 
Number; p 299. 

Reports, Operating; Commission pub- 
lishes; p 245. 

Responsibility, Carrier Relieved of by 
Complying with Shipper’s Instructions 
(Legal); p 963. 

Responsibility for Cost of Transfer (Le- 
gal); p 219. 

Responsibility of Carrier in Refrigeration 
Facilities (Legal); p .. e 

Returned Shipments; Commission not 
prepared to differentiate between new 
and second-hand articles; p 1017. 

Revenue and Expenses for January; p 
755. 

Revolvator for Handling Merchandise (il- 
lustrated); p 929. 

mie Tariff; Effective date extended; p 

2. 

Rice Rates; Not Discriminatory; I C C 
decision; p 832. 

Rice Rates; Not Discriminatory in C. F. 
A. territory; I C C decision; p 834. 
Rice Rates; Rough and Clean; I C C de- 

cision; p 831. 

Rice Rates; Texas and New Orleans dis- 
agree; p 583. 


Routing Instructions; 





Roanoke, Va.; Competitive conditions 


control; I C C decision; p 433. 

Roofing Rate Not Discriminatory; I C C 
decision; p 1020. 

Route; Duty of carrier to ship by lowest 
rate; I C C decision; p 403. 

Route; Forwarding shipment via cheaper 
(Legal); p 468. 


Route, Inquiry into abolition of by Bos- 


ton & Maine; p 520. 
Route; Rate via designated should apply 
(Legal); p 923. 


Routes; Through; and Joint Rates Re- 


stored; I. C. C. decision; p 1315. 
Routing, Duty of carriers in intermediate 
(Legal); p 1006. 


Routing; Duty of Carrier in Absence of 


instructions (Legal); p 1349. 
ailure to obey 
(Conference Ruling); p 576. 


Routing Instructions; Investigation of; 


I C C decision; p 558. 

Routing, Intermediate; Argument as to 
whether shipper may control; p 288. 
Routing; Receiving shipper may forward 
shipment over its own line; I C C deci- 

sion; p 314. 

Routing, Shippers’; Carrier incurs no lia- 
ag for higher rate resulting (Legal); 
p 296. 

Routing Telegraphs, Carriers May Not 
Pay for (Conference Ruling); p 758. 
Routes; Boston & Maine permitted to 

close; I C C decision; p 902. 


Routes, Through; Coal Rates and; I C C 


decision; p 1154. 

Routes, Through, and Joint Rates; Argu- 
ment for; p 353. 

Routes, Through, Granted and Denied; I 
C C decision; p 148. 

Routes, Through, With Independent Wa- 
ter Carriers; Commission has no au- 
thority to establish (Legal); p 468. 

Rules for Furnishing Cars; I C C deci- 
sion; p 334. 

Rutland Railroad, New Haven Wants 
Stock; p 38. 


Ss 
Sacramento Gateway Closed; I C C de- 
cision; p 784. 
Safety Appliance Law; Judgments for 
violation of; p 815. 
Safety Valve Screwed Down; Explosion 
due to; p 1056. 


Sand and Gravel Rates; Zone limits on; 
9 


Sand Rates; Wisconsin; pp 525, 742. 

Sandusky, No Transit at; p 1094. 

St. Louis Bridge Case; Supreme Court 
decision (See under Supreme Court); 
p 904. 

Salt Case: Boat line characterized as a 
rebate device; I C C decision; p 936. 
an Saee Commission refuses rehearing; 

p 1219. 

Salt Cases; Error charged to Commission; 
p 915. 

Salt Rate; Hearing: p 238. 

Salt Case: Judge Landis refuses juris- 
diction; p 1040. 

Salt Rates; Argument on complaint of 
Kansas commission; p 112. 

Salt Rates, Boat Lines and; p 965. 

Satt Rates; Injunction granted; p 1003. 

Salt Rates, Kansas, Not Excessive: IC C 
decision; p 324. 

Salt Rates from Kansas to St. Louis 
Argued; p 55. 

Salt Rates Relieved from Fourth Section; 
I. C. C. decision; p 1334. 

Scale Equipment for New Terminals: p 

234. 

Scale, Kron Automatic Dial (illustrated); 
p 863. 


Scales, Opinions as to Dial (illustrated); 
p 1230. 

Scandrett, H. A., interstate commerce 
attorney, Union and Southern Pacific 
(with portrait); p 1098. 

Schurz, James R., reviews cases appealed 
from Interstate Commerce Commission 
in 8 years. 

Scrap Iron Rate; Bridge material need 
not be broken in pieces; I C C deci- 
sion; p 151. 

Selling Goods for Charges; Carrier Must 
Act Under Proper Authority (Legal); 
pp 752, 1177. 

Service, Advertised: Must be performed; 
Commerce Court decision; p 560. 

Service, Hours of. Argument on; p 961. 

Service, Hours of; Commission amends 
rules; p 1174. 

Service, Hours of; Hearing; pn 917. 

Shelving; Is Store Furniture? I C C de- 
cision; p 563. 

Shelving; Steel; pp 1009, 1055 (illustrated). 

Shipments, Character of: Determined by 
contract of shipment (Legal); p 255. 


Shipments, Injured; Refusal of (Legal); 
p 417. 

Shippers Load and Count (Legal); p 1177. 

Shippers Want Their Day in Court 
(Washington Letter); p 1061. 

Shreveport Case; I C C decision; p 599. 

Shreveport Case; Appeal Unlikely (Wash- 
ington Letter); p 685. 

Shreveport Case; Bill Directed Against; 
p 765. 

Shreveport Case in Commerce Court; p 
1350. 

Shreveport Case; Postponement of order; 
p 856. 

Shrinkage in Weight; Allowance for (Le- 
gal); pp 43, 670. 

Signal Examination Car; p 190. 

Signal Systems; In Indiana to be ap- 
proved by state commission (Editorial); 


p 530. 

Smith, Milton H., president Louisville & 
Nashville, says allowance to Manufac- 
turers’ Railway are rebates; p 165. _ 

Smith, S. H., traffic manager Sierra Rail- 
way of California; Asks why railroads 
should not object to paying for water- 
ways; p 252. , 

Smith, S. H., traffic manager, Sierra Rail- 
way of California, says agents are lax 
in handling freight; p 56. 

Spokane Cases Argued; p 954. 

Spokane Case Must Proceed; I C C de- 
cision; p 1016. 

Spokane Commodity Rates; p 1261. 

Soap Rates; Hearing in Fels & Co case; 

247 


Pp <ti. 

South Carolina: 
Express; State commission reverses 

former rate ruling; p 34. 

South Dakota: 

Seed Grain; Carriers rebate charges on; 
422. 

Southeastern Rate Case Goes to the Su- 
preme Court; p 180. 

Southern Demurrage and Storage Bureau 

issolved; p 21. 

Statements: Law Requires Full; I C C de- 
cision; p 737. ° : 

Station: Petition for at Park Manor, Chi- 
cago, Denied; I C C decision; p 840. 

Statistics, Railway; p 811. 

Statistics, Railway, Show Losses (Wash- 
ington Letter); p 935. 

Stave Rates; Adjustment of; I. C. C. deci- 
sion; p 1318. 

Stave Rate; Increase Not Justified; I C C 
decision; p 1024. 

Steamboats; Bill would compel railroads 
to drop; p 588. 

Steel, Structural; Fabrication of (Confer- 
ence Ruling); p 855. 

Stock, Minimum; Effort to Raise Under 
Official Classification; p 716. 

Stohr, Peter C., deceased (with portrait); 
p 858. 

Stonega Coal & Coke Co; Asks for re- 
hearing; p 810. 

Stopping Goods in Transit; Consignee’s 
right (Legal); p 415. 

Storage Charges Illegally Assessed; I C C 
decision; p 91. 

Storage, Regulations Governing Must Be 
Published in Tariff (Legal); p 1282. 
Stores; Tennessee commission orders crat- 

ing; p 300. 
Street Lines to Carry Freight; p 1060. 
Sugar Allowance on; Supreme Court 
decision: p 1273. 
Sugar Rates; No discrimination found; IL. 
C. C. decision; p 525. 
Sugar Rates; Texas 
proves; p 272. 
Sugar Refining Case; Briefs Filed; p 21. 
SUPREME COURT DECISIONS: 


The Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Rail- 
way Co., Plaintiff in Error, vs the 
United States. In Error to the Cir- 
cuit Court of the United States for 
the District of Kansas. (June 7, 
1912.) No 716. October term, 1911; 
June 29, p 1338. 

The Galveston, Harrisburg & San An- 
tonio Railway Co and the United 
States Fidelity & Guaranty Co, Plaint- 
iffs in Error, vs L. V. Wallace. The 
Galveston, Harrisburg & San An- 
tonio Railway Co. and the United 
States Fidelty & Guaranty Co., Plaint- 
iffs in Error, vs J. D. Crow. In Er- 
ror to the Court of Civil Appeals for 
the Fourth Supreme Judicial District 
of the State of Texas. (Feb. 19, 1912.) 
Nos 108 and 109. October term, 1911; 

794. 

ule. Colorado & Santa Fe Railway Co, 
Plaintiff in Error, vs W. R. Dennis. 
In Error to the County Court of 
Milam County, State of Texas. (April 
29, 1912.) No 203. October term, 
1911; p 950. 

James J. Hooker et al, Appellants, vs 
Martin A. Knapp et al, Appellees; the 


commission ap- 
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Eagle White Lead Co et al, Appel- 
lants, vs Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission et al, Appellees. Appeals from 
the United States Commerce Court. 
(June 7, 1912.) Nos 773 and 774. Oc- 
tober term, 1911; June 27, p 1276. 

Interstate Commerce Commission vs 
Union Pacific et al (451); Same vs 
Northern Pacific (452); Same vs Great 
Northern (453). Reverses Circuit 
Court and sustains Commission in 
lumber rates; p 93. 








































































































Steamship Co. In error to the Court 
of Appeals of the District of Colum- 
bia. (April 29, 1912.) No 859. Oc- 
tober term, 1911; June 22, p 1276. 


tober term, 1911; April 13, p 738. 

Louisville & Nashville Railroad vs F. 
W. Cook Brewing Co. Consignments 
of beer to “dry” localities. No 64, 
October term, 1911); p 157. 

The Procter & Gamble Co, Appellant, 
vs the United States of America, the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, the 
Cincinnati, Hamilton & Dayton Rail- 
way Co et al, Appellees. Appeal from 
the United States Commerce Court. 
(June 7, 1912.) No 780. October term, 
1911; June 22, p 1268. 

Railroad Commission of Ohio, Appel- 
lant, vs B. A. Worthington, Receiver 
of the Wheeling & Lake Erie Rail- 
road Co. Appeals from the United 
States Circuit Court of Appeals for 
the Sixth Circuit, and the United 
States Circuit Court for the Northern 
District of Ohio, Eastern Division; 
and petition for writ of certiorari to 
the United States Circuit Court of 
Appeals for the Sixth Circuit. (May 
27, 1912.) Nos 776 and 505. October 
term, 1911; p 1219. 

Clarence D. Robinson vs Baltimore & 
Ohio Railroad. Charges discrimina- 
tion in matter of loading into wagons. 
Order of Commission essential. No 17. 
October term, 1911; p 158. 

Southern Railway vs D. L. Reid and 
Etta C. Reid. No. 487. October term, 
1911. North Carolina law requiring 
freight to be received whenever ten- 
dered at regular station held invalid; 
p 160. 

Southern Railway vs C. C. Reid and 
Edward Beam, Copartners as Reid & 
Beam. No 80. October term, 1911. 
See Southern Railway vs D. L. Reid 
et us, ante); p 164. 

The United States, the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, and the Federal 


1 Sugar Refining Co, Appellants, vs the 
Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co, the 


Central Railroad Co of New Jersey 
et al. Appeal from the United States 
Commerce Court. (June 10, 1912.) 
No 722. October term, 1911; June 22, 
p 1273. 

United States of America, Appellant, 
vs the Terminal Railroad Association 
of. St. Louis et al. Appeal from the 
Circuit, Court of the United States for 
the Eastern District of Missouri. 
(April 22, 1912.) No 386. October 
term, 1911; p 904. 

State of Washington ex rel Oregon 
Railroad & Navigation Co, Plaintiff in 
Error, vs H. A. Fairchild, John C. 
Lawrence and Jesse S. Jones, Rail- 
road Commissioners of the State of 
Washington. In error to the Su- 
preme Court of the State of Wash- 
ington. (April 29, 1912.) No 118. Oc- 
tober term, 1911; p 945. 

Switch and Side Track: Commission has 
no power to force construction; I C C 
decision; p 312. 

Switching Charge Reasonable; I C C de- 
cision; p 941. 

Switching; Charges unreasonable; I C C 
decision; p 1038. 

Switching; Charges in Pittsburgh; p 356. 

Switching Charge, Reparation for; IC C 
decision; p 323. 




















Switching Committee for Chicago District; 
pp 80, 165. 

Switching Fees; 
I Cc C decision; p 487. 

Switching; Interchange contract prevents; 
p 501. 

Switch Rate, Ice, Suspended; p 759. 

Switching Rate; Suspension of; p 669. 

Switching Rates, Ice; p 1089. 

Switching Roads; Concurrences (Confer- 
ence Ruling); p 577. 


rn “ P hes T 
The Interstate Commerce Commission 
and the United States, Appellants, vs | Tariff Circular 18-A; Supplement to; p 
the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Coa, 419. 
the Pennsylvania Railroad Co et al. | Tariff Circular 19-A; Supplement No. 1; 
Appeal from the United States Com- p 473. 
merce Court. (June 7, 1912.) No|Tariff of Abominations; Washington Let- 
719. October term, 1911; June 22, p ter; p 3. 
1276. Tariff Requirement; Prepayment; Car- 
The Interstate Commerce Commission, rier failing to observe; (Legal); p 107. 
Plaintiff in Error, vs The United] Tariff: Rice: Effective date extended; p 
States of America ex rel Humboldt 935. F 


Tariff; Unlawful publication; I. C. C. de- 
cision; p 402. 
Taylor, Col, 


Tap Line Case: Order in; p 1218. 
Tap 


Tap Lines: 


Tanning Extract Rates; Hearing; p 956. 
Team Work; p 1353. 

Telegraph 
Telegraph Rates; Western Union files an- 
Telegrams Relating to Shipments (Legal); 
Telegrams of Shippers; Conference Rul- 
Terminal Charges; Galveston Wharf Co.; 


Terminal Charges: Pacific Coast transfer 


Terminals; Chicago, Traffic Men Inspect; 
Terminal Facilities of Macon, Ga.; p 575. 
Terminals Must Be Neutral; p 920. 
Terminal Rates Extended to Santa Rosa, 


Terminal Railroads; Charges of; p 356. 
Terminal; 


Texas: 
































































Must not discriminate; 


James W.; Address on 


Line Cases in Commerce Court; p 
1354. 


Allowances to Manufacturers’ Railway 
Rebates; Milton H. Smith, president 
Louisville & Nashville charges and 
George F. Moore, Manufacturer's 
Railway; answers; p 165. 

Chairman Prouty’s Views; Washington 
Letter; p 869. 

Position of; p 961. 


Rates: Inquiries of Commis- 
= concerning; Washington Letter; p 
swer to complaint of Postal; p 580. 

p 803. 

ing; p 856. 

attacks; p 499. 


men and warehouse companies attack 
rule of trans-continental lines; p 60. 


p 1234. 
Cal.: I. C. C. decision; p 1312. 


Switching charges 
able; I. C,. C. decision; p 1038. 


unreason- 


3rick Rates; State commission holds 
hearing on proposal to cancel; p 587. 

Brick Tariffs; p 353. 

Cattlemen vs. Commission; p 587. 

Fertilizer Rates; State commission to 
readjust; p 119. 

Galveston Wharf Co. Attacks Terminal 
Charges; p 499. 

Lumber; State commission extends ap- 
plication of commodity rates; p 79. 
Rate on Iron or Steel Fence Posts; 
State commission extends application 
of 25-cent rate; p 80. 
Rates; Attacked by 
commission; p 100. 
Rates on Hardware; State commission 
refuses rehearing on readjustment; p 

79. 
Shreveport Case; I C C decision; p 599. 
Sugar Rates Approved; p 272. 

Tennessee: 

Memphis Transit Case: C. B. 
makes statement; p 264. 
Stoves Must Be Crated; p 300. 

Thelen, Max., member of California Pub- 
lic Utilities Commission; the Public 
Utilities Act; p 663. 

Thorne, Clifford; Iowa railroad commis- 
sion, argues for suppension of Western 
Classification; p 240. 

Tickets, Commutation: Law Requires 
Full Statement of Privileges, Etc; I C 
C decision; p 737. 

Tifton, Ga., Favored; I C C decision; p 


Louisiana state 


Stafford 


Free: Under Rule 5, 
Rules (Legal). 
Title Passes to Consignee on Delivery of 


Demurrage 


Straight Shipments 
(Legal); p 710. 

Tobacco Trust; Irish manufacturers claim 
present system 
on one steamship line; p 244. 

Toledo Transportation Club, 
966. 

Topeka Traffic Association, H. D. Driscoll 
named commissioner; p 953. 

Track 
preparing shipment for (Legal); p_ 803. 

Traffic Association, Minneapolis; Officers 
elected; p 573. 

Traffic as a Profession (Editorial); p 867. 

Traffic Club, Chicago; Annual Dinner; p 
305. 

Traffic Club of Chicago, Election; p 598 

Traffic Club of Chicago Entertains Pres- 
ident Taft; p 520. 

Traffic Club of Chicago, 

Traffic Club for Memphis; p 755. 

Traffic Officers, 

(Editorial); p 597. 

affic Club of Pittsburgh, 

ner (illustrated); pp 681, 697. ; 

Traffic, Interstate; Beginning and ending 


Tr 


Transit, 


Transit; 


Transfer Station: Waverly, N. J.: 
Transportation Club, Chicago; Luncheon; 


Trap Car Service; 
Trucks, Electric (Illustrated): 





to Initial Carrier 


concentrates business 


Election; p 
incurred in 


Clearances; Expense 


Smoker; p 579. 
Broadening the Field of 


Annual din- 


; — tons Toe o* ; Handling of Explosives; p 250. in same state (Legal); p 1177. 

— ‘Fececcs” Cowaetinion eae Tap Line Case; Commission will hold in- | Traffic Managers; Field of (Editorial); p 
Appellants, vs Goodrich Transit Co, Ten 1 og Been, a gy ot sand 870 213. Me eRe Wichita: 599 
Appellee, and United States et al, Ap- SB SOO NSIS. He See ., SR i, Sem Traffic Men Organize, - nita, Fo tor, 
pellants, vs White Star Line, Ap- 1100. sr adh sea Traffic Managers’ Problems (Editorial); 
pellee. , Appeals from the United Tap Line decision; Meaning of; p 913. ra) 1059. i ‘ - 
States Commerce Court. (April 1, Tap Line; Definition of; p 861. Traffic League, National Industrial Pro- 
1912.) Nos 879, 880, 881 and 882. Oc: Tap Line Judicial Conflict; p 911. gram: 432. 


Traffic League, National Industrial; Spe- 


cia] meeting; p 511. 


Train Delay Reports; Form for; p 1354. 
Transit at Sandusky, No; p 1094. : 
Transit; Carrier’s error in quoting ship- 


per’s credit (Legal). 


Transit; Charges must be uniform; I C C 


decision; p 1031. 
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